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PREFACE 


This  is  a  list  of  references  to  publications  available  in  the 
U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture  Library  on  the  rehabilitation  of  the 
low-income  farm  operator,  excluding  farm  tenants  and  laborers. 
References  to  rural  relief  literature,  dealing  with  relief  on  a 
national,  regional,  or  State  level,  are  included  as  background  material. 
Rehabilitation  as  here  used  signifies  rehabilitation  in  place,  and  does 
not  include  relocation  and  resettlement.  It  refers  chiefly  to  the  pro- 
grams of  financial  and  personal  aid  and  supervised  farm  and  home  man- 
agement, developed  by  the  Federal  Emergency  Relief  Administration,  the 
Resettlement  Administration,  and  the  Farm  Security  Administration,  dur- 
ing the  period  1934  to  1942. 
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INTRODUCTION 

By  Olaf  ?.   Larson,  Senior  Social  Science  Analyst,  Bureau  of 
Agricultural  Economics 

Freedom  from  want  has  "been  subscribed  to  by  the  United  Nations  as  a 
goal  for  the  post-war  world.   The  nine  years  of  rural  rehabilitation  experi- 
ence in  the  United  States  is  likely  to  be  drawn  upon  heavily  in  the  post-war 
years  at  home  and  abroad.   It  is  time  to  synthesize  what  has  been  learned  in 
developing  rehabilitation  policies,  techniques  and  programs  so  that  the  know- 
ledge may  be  put  to  work  in  behalf  of  the  disadvantaged  people  of  the  world. 

Poverty  among  American  farm  people  was  not  a  phenomenon  peculiar  to  the 
last  depression  but  it  was  not  until  this  last  crisis  that  social  machinery 
began  to  be  invented  to  help  the  disadvantaged  people  within  agriculture  on 
a  national  public  basis.  As  depression  and  drouth  combined  to  thrust  many 
farm  families  into  destitution,  direct  and  work  relief  measures  were  initiated. 
Out  of  the  relief  programs  grew  a  federally  supported  public  program  of  rural 
rehabilitation  to  assist  needy  families  on  the  land.   It  was  hoped  that  a 
combination  of  credit  and  supervision  would  help  families  get  back  on  their 
feet.  This  program  has  undergone  many  changes  as  the  nation  has  moved  from 
peace  to  war,  from  depression  to  prosperity.  Rehabilitation  techniques  have 
been  devised  and  tested. 

One  purpose  this  list  serves  is  to  provide  a  convenient  reference  to 
the  more  important  literature,  especially  the  research,  pertaining  to  rural 
rehabilitation  in  the  United  States  from  1930  through  1942. 

Another,  and  equally  important,  purpose  is  to  reveal  the  blanks  in  our 
knowledge  about  the  nation's  experience  with  rural  rehabilitation.   It  is 
these  blanks  which  serve  as  a  challenge  to  the  social  scientists.  Examina- 
tion of  the  citations  shows  that  much  of  the  literature  is  descriptive  rather 
than  analytical.  The  psychological  and  social  problems  involved  in  rehabili- 
tation have  not  been  thoroughly  explored,  nor  has  the  rehabilitation  process 
been  analyzed  in  detail.  Appraisal  of  the  comparative  merits  of  various  re- 
habilitation techniques  is  Incomplete.  For  example,  we  know  little  of  the 
effects  of  various  types  and  amounts  of  supervision  under  various  situations. 
Another  field  for  study  is  the  relation  of  rehabilitation  programs  to  the 
community  and  society  in  which  they  operate.   Institutional  causes  of  poverty 
and  institutional  obstacles  to  overcoming  poverty  must  be  pointed  out  and 
their  significance  comprehended.  These  are  a  few  of  the  broad  problems  about 
which  more  knowledge  will  be  useful  as  America  enters  the  post-war  years  and 
as  the  United  Nations  set  up  relief  and  rehabilitation  measures  to  implement 
achieving  the  goal  of  freedom  from  want. 
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".GENERAL 

"  .■-  \j"    '  '  ' 

1.  Baker,  0.  E. ,  Borsodi,  Ralph,  and. Wilson,  M.  L.   Agriculture  in  modern 
life.  303  p.  N.  Y. ,  Harper,.  1939.   281.12  B17 

The  poverty  of  the  rural  people,  p«  44-70;  Eood  consumption  in  the 
low-income  groups,  p.. 107-116.  . 

2*     Bean,  L.  H.   The  national  income  and  people  on  low-income  farms. 
Natl.  Country  Life  Conf.  Proc.  (1938)  21:  54-65*   281.2  N213 

General  consideration  of  relationships  "between  major  phases  of  and 
changes  in  the  national  income,  and  the  welfare  of  low-income  rural 
groups. 

3.  Brehm,  C.  E.   People  on  poor  lands:  the  national  situation.   Natl. 

Country  Life  Conf.  Proc.  (1938)  21:  82-91.   281.2  N213 

4.  Dawber,  M.  A.   Rebuilding  rural  America.  210  p.  N.  Y. ,  Friendship 

press  nl937]»  Ref . ,  p.  205-210.   281.2  D32 

The  author  argues  that  the  rehabilitation  of  American  rural  society 
will  not  "be  possible  without  the  application  and  use  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  Christianity. 

5.  Ezekiel,  Mordecai.   The  shift  in  agricultural  policy  toward  human 

welfare..  Jour.  Earm  Econ .•  24:  463-476.  May  1942.   280.8  J 822 

Historical  sketch  of  agricultural  policy  in  the  United  States,  with 
particular  attention  to  the  growing  interest  in  the  human  and  social 
welfare  of  the  farmer,  which 'was  an  outstanding  characteristic  of 
agricultural  policy  in  the  decade  of  the  1930' s.  Specific  welfare 
programs  are  discussed,  including  the  Rural  Rehabilitation  program 
of  the  Earm  Security  Administration,  and  the  policy  of  the  U.  S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  toward  the  family-size  farm. 

6.  Erame,  N.  T.   People  on  poor  lands:  suggestions  for  improvement. 

Natl.  Country  Life  Conf.  Proc.  (1938)  21:  92-95.   281.2  N213 

7.  Hammer,  P.  G. ,  a.nd  Buck,  R.  K.   Wasted  manpower  in  agriculture. 

U.  S.  Bur.  Agr.  Econ.  Land  Policy  Rev.  5(4):  9-18.  Apr.  1942. 
1  Ec7La 

On  the  small,  low-income  farmer  -  his  numbers  and  potential  produc- 
tion capacity,  and  an  outline  of  a  program  to  aid  him  in  achieving 
greater  production.  The  program  consists  of  an  expansion  and  in- 
tensification of  the  rehabilitation  work  of  the  Earm  Security  Ad- 
ministration. 

8*  Johnson,  S.  E. ,  and  Push,  D.  R.   Orientation  of  farm-management  re- 
search to  low-income  farms.   Jour.  Earm  Econ.  23:  218-232.  Eeh.  1941. 
280.8  J822 

Discussion,  by  0.  R.  Johnson,  G.  W.  Eorster,  S.  W.  Warren,  and-  P.  E. 
Aylesworth,  p.  232-245. 

The  term  "low-income, "  as  applied  to  farms  and  farming  is  defined, 
the  general  low-income  farm  problem  is  stated,  suggestions  regarding 
objectives  and  methodology  in  research  are  outlined;  and  problems 
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and  methods  of  applying  the  results  of  research,  "both  in  short-term 
farming  operations  and  in  long-term  economic  policy,  are  noted. 
.,;  Considerable 'attention  is  .given  to  '..the work  of  the  Farm  Security  Ad- 
ministration designed  to  .rehabilitate. low-income  farmers.  The  dis- 
cussion paper  of  P.  F.  Aylosworth  treats  the  low-income  farm  problem, 
and  research  needs  and  methods,  with  particular  reference  to  the 
rehabilitation  program . of ,  the  Farm- Security  Administration. 

9,.  ~  Ki r kpa trick,  F.  "■' &♦*••."• *MapS:  on  human  and.  physical  resources  of  Michigan, 
Wisebii'sin  and"' Minheso-tcy  ?  135  maps,  processed.  Madison,  Wis.,  U..  S. 
Resettlement  administration  ci9363.   1.9502  M32      *m 

10 »  Lar.dis,  P.'  H.  ■ 'Relief  data  as  criteria  of  submarginality.   Jour.  Farm 
Econ.  20:  488-494..  May  ]>938..-   280.8  JB&.'^l'; 

11.  Ligutti,-  Li   G.  t   and  Rawe, ...J...  0.   Rural  roads  to  security;  America's 

third  struggle  for  freedom.  ;387  p.  Milwaukee,  Wis.-,  Bruce  pub.  co. 
cl940j.  Ref. ,  p.  361-378.   281.2  L62  ' 
Discusses  measures  which  "must  be  taken  to  rebuild  our  land,  our 
homes,  our  democracy,  our  culture,  and  our  religion. fl-  Intended  as  a 
textbook  in  rural  sociology. 

12.  McWilliams,  Carey.   Rural  dependency  in  California.   Natl.  Conf .  Social 

Work.  Froc.  (1940)  67:  319-331.   280.9  N213       '•  - 

13.  Maddox,  J.  G.   A  statement  of  .the  role  of  low-income  farift  families  in 

the  war  effort'.  33  p.,  processed.  Washington,  3D.  C,  U.  S.  Farm 
'*,,./   security  administration,  1942.-  1.95  Ad8M 

Statement  presented  before  the  House  of  Representatives  Select  Com- 
mittee Investigating  National  Defense  Migration,  Feb.  13,  1942.  Also 
published  in  Hearings,  pt.  28,  p.  10783-10800.   (283  Un3752,  pt.  28) 

The  statement  gives  a  factual  review  of  the.  low-income  farmers  of 
the'  Nation;  and  shows' how  an.  expansion  and  intensification'-' of  the 
Farm  Security  Administration's  rehabilitation  and  other  programs 
will  be  required  in  order  to  get  these  low-income  farmers  into  pro- 
duction -for  the  war  .effort.  .      ->■         ■■•-,■ 

14.  Ostrolenk,  Bernhardt  ,  !Ihe  surplus  farmer.  135  p.  N.  Y. ,  Harper, 

1932.   281.12  0s7  .  ■  ;,  . 

15.  Raper,  A.  P.   Preface  to  peasantry;  a  tale  of  two  Black  bolt  counties. 

42,3  p.   Chapel  Hill,  Univ.  of  N.  C.  press,  1936.   280.019  R18 
A  social-economic  study  of  Greene  and  Macon  Counties,  Georgia.  Of 
particular  interest^for  this, bibliography  are  Part  2,  Planes  of  Living; 
Part;  3,' Man-land  Relations;  and  Part  5,  which" deals  with  the  New  Deal 
agricultural  policies  and  relief  programs  in  the  Wo  counties.  Condi- 
'  itions  in  the  two  counties  are  regarded  as  typical  of  the  cotton- 
growing  sections  of  the  old  South.. 

16.  Raper,  A.  F.  ,>  and  Reid,  I.  D.   Sharecroppers  all.  281  p.   Chapel  Hill, 

Univ.  of  N.'  C.  press,.  1941.   280.002  R18 
Book  describes  current  conditions  in  the  South  with  emphasis  on  trends* 
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Specialized  studies  have  not  "been  neglected,  and  episodes  have  often 
"been  used  nto  convey  the  meaning  of  a  mass  of  statistics.  n 

17.  Renne,  R.  R.   Essential  features  of  a  planned  agricultural  rehabili- 

tation program.   Wost.  Tarn  Econ.  Assoc.  Proc.  (1934)  7:  89-96. 
280.83  W52 
Concerned  primarily  with  land  utilization  and  local  government  reform. 

18.  Rochester,  Anna.   Why  farmers  are  poor;  the  agricultural .crisis  in 

the  United  States.  317  p.  New  York,  Internatl.  pub. k. 1940. 
281.12  R58 

19.  Rush,  Donald,  and  Aylesworth,  P.  P.   War  and  the  low-income  farmer. 

U.  S.  Bur.  Agr.  Econ.  Land  Policy  Rev.  5(l):  3-5.  Jan.  1942. 
1  Ec7La 

The  writers  maintain  that,  through  Government  aid,  such  as  that  sup- 
plied by  the  Parm  Security  Administration,  low-income  farmers  will  "be 
enabled  to  expand  production,  both  for  home  use  and  for  the  market. 

20.  Sanderson,  Dwight.   Disadvantaged  classes  in  rural  life.   Natl.  Country 

Life  Conf.  Proc.  (1933)  21:  5-26.   281.2  17213 

General  discussion  of  disadvantaged  classes,  causes  of  disadvantaging 
conditions,  and  suggested  measures  for  improvement. 

21.  Schickele,  Rainer.   Obstacles  to  agricultural  production  expansion. 

Jour.  Parm  Econ.  24:  447-462.  May  1942.   280.8  J822 

One  of  the  chief  obstacles  to  expanded  production  is  the  under-  - 
capacity  production  of  the  small-scale,  low-income  farmers.   Sugges- 
tions are  made  for  increasing  their  productive  capacity  and  efficiency, 
particularly  in  the  Corn  Belt. 

22.  Social  science  research  council.  Committee  on  social  security.   A  se- 

lected bibliography  relating  to  suggestions  for  research  on  problems 
of  relief.  32  p.,  processed.  Washington,  D.  C. ,  1939.   241.3  Sol33 

Contains  references  on  the  nature  and  characteristics  of  the  relief 
population,  p.  11-15;  and  on  rural  rehabilitation,  p.  21-22. 

23.  Taylor,  C.  C. ,  Wheeler,  H.  W. ,  and  Kirkpatrick,  E.  L.   Disadvantaged 

classes  in  American  agriculture.   U.  S.  Parm  Security  Admin,  and 
Bur.  Agr.  Econ.  Social  Res.  Rpt.  8,  124  p* ,  processed.  Washington, 
D.  C,  1933.   1.95  Sol 

Partial  contents:   Ch.  I,  Low-income  farm  families;  Ch.  IV,  Parm 
families  on  poor  lands;  Ch.  VI,  Parm  families  on  relief  and  rehabilita- 
tion;' Ch.  VII,  Parm  families  on  low  standards  of  living.   Por  each  of 
these  classes,  numbers  and  general  conditions,  and  areas  of  concentra- 
tion are  set  forth.  Contains  numerous  statistical  maps,  charts,  and 
tables. 

24.  U.  S.  Congress.  Senate.  Special  committee  to  investigate  unemployment 

and  relief.   Rural  relief.  28  p.,  processed.  Washington,  D.  C, 
1938.   283  Un3962R 
Cover  title:  Rural  Poverty. 


Consist's  ;qf  illustrative  statistical  materials  -  maps,  charts,  and 
graphs'.  :  ■"•*" ■''"■' '  :" 

Partial  contents:  Rural  relief  and  resettlement  (figures  1-10); 

farm  income  and  plane  of  living  (figures  22-24).  -  ■  ■'■    , 

25*  U.  S.  Library  of  Congress*   State  law  index.  Digest  of  outstanding 

0  State  legislation  on  agriculture,  1935-1939.   U.  S.  Libr.  Cong.  State 
Law  Digest  Rpt.  4,  113  p.  Washington,  D.  C. ,  1940.   274  Un332St 
-"'Contains  a  section  ori  rtEural -rehabilitation,  farm  tenants  and  home- 
•  stead'drs.  "'  .  •       * 

26.  U.  S.  National  resources  committee.   Consumer  incomes  in  the  United 
•"•''States;  their  distribution  in  1935-36.  104  p.  Washington,  D.  C, 

1938.   173.2  N214Gon 
This  study  is  based  chiefly  on  data  from  the  Consumer  Purchases 
j  Study,  and *  "shows  estimates  of  the  incomes  received  by  all  of  the 
Nation's  income-spending  units  -  by  the  29 -million  families  of  2  or 
'"■    more  persons,  by  the  10  million  'single'  individuals  living  alone  or 
as  lodgers,  and  by  the  2  million  persons  living  in  institutions  and 
in  quasi-institutional  groups.  Eor  family  ineones,  this  broad 
national  picture  is  traced  in  more  detail  to  show  the  flow  of  the 
income  stream  to  farms,  villages,  and  cities,  to  different  geographic 
regions,  to  different  occupational  groups,  to  families  of  different 
size,  and  -  in  the  South  and  in  Northern  cities  -  to  the  white  and 
Negro  population." 

27.  Vance,  E.  B.   Human  geography  of  the  South;  a  study  in  regional  re- 

sources and  human  adequacy.   Ed.  2,  596  p.   Chapel  Hill,  Univ.  of 
N.  C.  press,  1935.  Eef . ,  p.  512-579.   278.002  V26 

28.  Vance,  E.  B.   Eural  relief  and  recovery.   U.  S.  Works  Prog.  Admin. 

Social  Problems  3,  32  p.  Washington,  D.  C,  1939.   173.2  W89So  • 
"This  pamphlet. ..is  designed  to  present  reliable  nontechnical  in- 
formation p-:i   social  problems  of  general  interest."  It  is  based  chiefly 
on  Seven  Lean  "i ears,  by  T.  J.  Woofter,  Jr.  ,  and  Ellen  Winston. 

29.  West  Virginia.  Agricultural  experiment  station.   Low-income  farms  in 

West  Virginia,  a  symposium.   W.  Va.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Mimeo.  Cir.  32, 
37  p.,  processed.  Morgantown,*  1938.   100  W52M 

Contents:   Implications  of  low-income  farm  families  to  State  and 
local  governments,  ~by   C.  E.  Orton,  p.  1-2;  Income -from  agriculture 
•  and  relief  to  farmers  in  West  Virginia,  by  W.  W.  Armentrout,  p.  3-4; 
Extent  of  relief  to"  farm  people  in  West  Virginia,  by  A.  W.  Garnett, 
p.  5-6;  Extent  of  work  relief  to  farm  people  in  West  Virginia,  by  J.  N. 
Alderson,  p.  7-3;  Tax  payments  of  farm  families  receiving  relief  in 
Monongalia  County  compared  with  relief  expenditures,  by  W.  W.  Armen- 
trout, p.  9-10;  The  extent  to  which  the  West  Virginia  Agricultural 
Extension  Service  reaches  low-income  farmers  of  the  State,  by  J.  0. 
Knapp,  p.  10-15;  Assistance  of  Earm  Security  Administration  to  West 
Virginia  low-income  farmers*  by  E.  G.  Ellyson,  p.  15-19;  What  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service  is  doing  for  low- income  farms,  by  L.  L. 
Lough,  p.  20;  The  State  department  of  agriculture,  by  J.  3.  McLaughlin, 
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p.  21;  The  agricultural  conservation  program  and  low-income  farms, 
by  C.  E.  Stockdale,  p.  21-22;  Opportunities  suggosted  by  staff  members 
of  the  Agricultural  Extension  Service  and  of  the  Agricultural  Experi- 
ment Station  for  aiding  low-income  farms  to  obtain  a  larger  income, 
p.  23-37.  A  7-page  appendix  contains  .tables  giving  data  on  farm  size, 
values,  income,  and  expenditures,  by  types  of  farms  and  by  counties;  .•". 
public  assistance  clients  and  case  loads,  ,by  counties;  extent  of  W.P.A. 
employment  and  relief  loads;  and  number  of  self-sufficing  farms,  by 
counties. 

30.  West  Virginia.  Agricultural  experiment  station.   Proceedings  of  the 

1940  conference  on  low-income  farms.   W.  Va.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  299, 
46  p.  Morgantown,  1941.   1-00  W52 

Partial  contents:  The  low-income  farm  situation  in  West  Virginia  as 
we  know  it,  by  W.  W.  Armentrout,  p.  12-16;  How  the  Extension  Service 
CW.  Va.-j  is  working  with  low-income  farmers,  by  J.  0.  Knapp,  p.  16-19; 
How  the  Parm  Security  Administration  is  working  with  low- income  farmers, 
by  E.  G.  Ellyson,  p.  19-24;  The  scope  and  method  of  research  that 
should  be  employed  on  the  low-income  farm  problem,  by  T.  W.  Schultz, 
p.  25-27;  What  is  ahead  for  agriculture  in  the  Appalachian  region  in 
view  of  the  world  situation?  by  J.  D.  Black,  p.  27-34;  The  scope  of 
cooperation  that  should  be  solicited  on  the  research  project,  by 
Sherman  Johnson,  p.  35-40. 

31..  Wilson,  M.  L.   Problem  of  poverty  in  agriculture.   Jour.  Earn  Econ. 
22:  10-29.  Peb.  1940.   280.8  J822 

On  the. nature  of,  and  social  attitudes  or  philosophies  with  respect 
to  rural  poverty,  with  proposals  for  dealing  with  it. 

Discussion,  by  J.  I.  Palconer  and  Dwight  Sanderson,  p.  29-33. 

32.  Woofter,  T.  J.,  jr.,  and  Winston,  Ellen.   Seven  lean  years.  187  p. 
Chapel  Hill,  Univ.  of  Jtf.  C.  press,  1939.   281.12  W87 

^The  authors  have  tried  to  give  a  nontechnical  summary  of  the  most 
fundamental  aspects  of  maladjustment  in  rural  areas  and  to  outline 
methods  for  the  reconstruction  of  rural  life  which  should  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  needless  distress. *  -  Poreword. 

Contents:  Ch.  I,  Changing  rural  America;  Ch.  II,  The  significance  of 
rural  distress;  Ch.  Ill,  Insecurity  in  agriculture;  Ch.  IV,  Man  power 
and  opportunity;  Ch.  V,  Perplexed  youth;  Ch.  VI,  Unequal  opportuni- 
ties; Ch.  VII,  Landless  and  low  income  families;  Ch.  VIII,  Earners 
on  relief;  Ch.  IX,  Villagers  on  relief;  Ch.^X,  Regions  of • chronic 
distress;  Ch.  XII,  Relief  and  reconstruction. 

Illustrated  with  photographs. 
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L0W-II7C0ME  RURAL  POPULATIOH 

'    A.  Characteristics  and  Resources  .of  Relief ' 
■■■■•-.•■■  •"-.'•-.'.   '       and  Other  Low- Income  Rural  families 

33.  Allred,  0,  E. ;  and  Raskopf ,  B.  D.   Relation  of  education  to  economic 

and  social  status  of  relief  clients  in  Tennessee,  a  preliminary  report. 
Coop.  Plan  of  Rural  Res.  Rpt.  24,  37  p.,  processed.  Knoxville,  Tenn. , 

1937,  Ref. ,  p.  34-35.   173.2  W89Co 

..'.'.,  .■•.'■..•*«.'.  ■ 

34.  Allred  ;':C.  E. ,.. and  others.   Rural  relief  .and  -.rehabi  11  tat  ion  possibili- 

,   ties  in... county,  Tenn.   Coop.  Plan  of  Rural  Res.  Rpt.  2,  3y  7,  10,  13, 
processed.  . Khoxvi lie r.  Term. ,  1935-1936i  .  173.2  W89Co  ]" 

Studies  sponsored  "by ■  U.  S.  federal  Emergency  Relief  Administration, 
Tennessee- 'Agricultural  Experiment  Station,,  .Tennessee  Welfare  Commis* 
sion,  U«"  8.  Works  Progress  Administration,,  and  Tennessee  Works  Prog- 
ress Administration.  ,  ••'•     •■.-.£  ■  .  . 

'Contents:  Rpt.  Ho.  2.  -  Wayne  County,  -by  ,Q*-S!.  Allred,  B.  H.  Luebke, 
M.  T.  Matthews,  C»  A.  Tosch,  C.  M.  Smithy  and E.  M.  Eitzgerald;  Ho.  3.  - 
Houston  County,  by  C,  E.  Allred,  B.K.' Luebke,  M. .  T.  Matthews,  and 
C.  A.  Tosch;  Ho.  7,  -  Henderson  County,  by  C.  E.  Allred,  3.  H.  Luebke, 
P.  C.  Sanders,  M.  T.  Matthews,  and  C.  A.  Tosch;  Ho.  10.  -  Jefferson 
County,  by  C.  E.  Allred,  P.  C.  Sanders,  W.,  S..  Collins,  B.  H.  Lu'elbke, 
M»  T.  Matthews,  and  C.  A.  Tosch;  Ho.  13.  -  Williamson  County,  by  C.  E. 
Allred,  B,  D.  Raskopf,  M.  T.  Matthews,  and  C.  A.  Tosch. 

35.  Asch,  Berta,"  and  Mangus,  A.  R.   Earners  on  relief. and  rehabilitation. 

U.  S.  Works  Prog,  Admin.  Div.  Social  Res..  Res.  Monog.  VIII,  226  p. 
Washington,  D,  C,  1937.   173.2  W89Re  .. ' 
»Tb.e  specificobjectives  [Of  this  study^  have  been  to  describe  the 
,.   extent  of -the  farm  relief  problem  and  the  underlying  causes  of  distress;^ 
.the  development  of  the  administrative  programs  which  were  formulated  to 
meet  the  situation;  the  types  and  amdunts  of  assistance  given  farm 
households;  the  social  characteristics  of  these  households;  the  rela- 
tion of  farmer*;  on  relief  to  the' land  with  respect  to  residence  and 
„  tenure  and  -tKeir  relation  to  the  factors  of  production  and  experience; 

and  the  trend  of  farm  relief  through  1935."  The  study  was  based  on 
.  conditions  in  138- sample. counties ^-in  9  type- of- farming  areas  (the 
eastern  cotton  area,  western  cotton*ai*ea,  Appalachian-Ozark  area, 
Lake  States  cut-ovor  area,  hay  and  dairy  area,  corn  bolt,  spring  wheat 
aroa,  winter  wheat  area,  and  ranching  area);  and  in  300  counties  rep- 
resenting 30  States. 

A  full  note  on  the  methodology  employed  in  conducting  the  study  is  pre- 
sented in  Appendix  B,  p.  139-202. 

36.  Aull,  G.  H.   Some  oconomic  characteristics  of  owner-operated  farms  in 

South  Carolina.   S.  C.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  316,  31  p.  Clemson, 

1938.  100  So8 

(Jives  descriptive  and  statistical  data  on  farm  income,  showing  the 
oxtent  and  characteristics  of  low-income  farming  among  the  sample 
population  studied. 


-  11  - 

37.  Draper,  C.  R.   A  study;  of  people  and  conditions  in  a  low-income  farm- 

ing area  of  southern  Lewis  county,  West  Virginia.  20  p.,  processed. 
Washington,  D.  C. ,  U.  S.  Bur.  of  agricultural  economics,  1941. 
1.941  R4St9       r  ■■::: 

In  cooperation  with  the,  Lewis  County  Land  Use  Planning  Committee. 

Report  of  a  survey  study,  intended  "to  get  information  as  to  the 
present  conditions  of  people  living  here,  something  of  their  background, 
and  their  attitudes  toward  their  present  situation  and  the  future." 

38.  Poise,  C.  L. ,  andTLively,  C.  E.   Die.  rural  relief  population  of  ten 

Ohio  counties,  June  1935.   Ohio  Univ. ,Dept.  Rural  Econ.  and  Ohio  Agr. 

Expt.  Sta.  Mimeo.  Bui.  100,  19  p.  Columbus,  1937.   281.9  0h32 
In  cooperation  with  the  U.  S.  Works  Progress  Administration." 
The  counties  studied,  which  were  the  same  as  those  listed  in  Item  39, 

were  selected  as  a. representative  sample  of  the  relief  situation  in 

Ohio. 

39.  Folso,  C.  L. ,  and  Lively,  C.  E.   The  .trend  of  rural  relief  in  ten  Ohio 

counties,  June  1  to  Dec.  1,  1935.  22  p.,  processed.   Ohio  Univ., 
Dept.  Rural  Econ.  and  Ohio  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Mimeo.  Bui.  96,'  22  p. 
Columbus,  1936.   281.9  0h32 

In  cooperation  with  the  U.  S.  Works  Progress  Administration. 

The  ten  countios  -  Athens,  Brown,  Clinton,  Geauga,  Hardin,  Monroe, 
"  Muskingum,  Ottawa,  Putnam,  and  Seneca  -  were  selected  as  representa- 
tive of  the  whole  State  of  Ohio.  The  study  forms  a  part  of  a  nation- 
wide study  entitled  "Current  changes  in  the  rural  relief  population." 

40.  Garnett,  W.  E. ,  and  Edwards,  A..D.   Virginia's  marginal  population  - 

a  study  in  rural  poverty.   .Va.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  335,  166  p. 
Blacksburg,  1941.  ,.  100  V815  . 

In  this  study,  which  covered  "more  than  20,000  individuals  and  fami- 
lies" and  more  than  200  communities  in  all  parts  of  the  State,  informa- 
tion is  given  on  the  extent,  composition,  and  location  of  the  marginal 
population;  factors  contributing  to  marginality  (geographic,  cultural, 
economic,  social,  and  "biological  factors);  and  the  disproportionate 
increase  of  the  marginal  population.  Corrective  measures  are  suggested, 
and  obstacles  to  the  execution  of  these  measures  are  discussed.  Agri- 
culture in  the  submarginal  areas  is  characterized  by  low  returns,  poor 
land,  small  holdings,  lack  of  proper  credit  and  marketing  facilities, 
a  high  proportion  of  tenancy  and  wage  labor,  exploitation  of  tenants 
and  laborers,  and  frequent  loss  of  farm  ownership. 

41.  Hill,  G.  W. ,  and  Smith,  R.  A.   Rural  relief  trends  in  Wisconsin  from 

1934  to  1937.   57  p.  Madison,  Univ.  of  Wis.  press,  1939.   283  H55 

42.  Hoffman,  C.  S. ,  and  Breithaupt,  L.  R.   Age,  sex,  residence  and  occupa- 

tion of  rural  relief  population  in  six  counties  in  Oregon.   Orog.  Agr. 
Expt.  .  Sta.  Cir.  Inform.  156,  7  p.,  processod.   Corvallis,  1936. 
100  Oregon 

The  six  counties  studiod  -  Baker,  Crook,  Clatsop,  Morrow,  Josephine, 
and  Polk  -  wore  selected  as  representative  of  rural  relief  conditions 
in  the  State  as  a  whole. 
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43.  Hummel,  B.  L. ,  and  Bennett,  C.  G-.   Composition  of-- rural  relief  house- 

holds in  Virginia.,  June  and  October  1935  (Preliminary  report), 

U.  S.  Works  Prog.  Admin,  of  Va.  Rural  Relief  Ser.  4,  46  p.,  processed. 

31acksburg,  1936.   283.9  Un32  .  0 

■  ■  }■«>  .  .»'•"  "*•  - 

44.  Hummel,  B.  L.,  and  Bennett,  C.  G-.   "Farm   rehabilitation  possibilities 

among  rural  households  on  relief  in  Virginia.  .  TJ.  i$<t   Works  Prog. 
Admin,  of  Va.  Rural  Relief  Ser.  10,  36  p.,  processed.  Blacksburg, 
1937.   283.9  TJn32  ..  •■  M  be  t  ^  /.  .  -t  ■ 

The  report  is  based  on  a  survey  of  relief  clients,  .in  ^93^f  ,. 

Includes  information  on  what  has  been  accompli  shed  0by jthe  ■R^ral-  Re- 
habilitation Division  of  the  Virginia  Emergency  Relief  Administration 
since  its  organization  in  1935.  --  ; 

45.  Hummel,  B.  L. ,  and  Bennett,  C.  G.   Industries  and  occupations  of -the 

rural  relief  population  in  Virginia,  June  1935.   TJ.  S.  Works  Prog. 
Admin,  of  Va.  Rural  Relief  Ser.  6,  52  p.  .processed.  Blacksburg,,  1936. 
283.9  Un32 

46.  Hummel,  B.  L.  f  Bennett,  C.  G-. ,  and  Adams,  Lois.   Selected  case  studies 

of  rural  relief  and  rehabilitation  cases  in  Virginia.   TJ...S*.  Works 
Prog.  Admin,  of  Va.  Rural  Relief  Ser.  13,  35  p..,  proce,s,se4.  Blacks- 
burg, 1937.   283.9  Un32  ■•        .„  ?■  -■^^  .  -■' 

47.  Hummel,  B.  L. ,  and  Hummel,  R.  B.   Six  years  of  relief  in  rural  Virginia, 

1932-1937.   U.  S.  Works  Prog.  Admin,  of  Va.  Rural  Relief  Ser.  12,  33  p., 
processed.  Blacksburg,  1939.  .  283.9  Un32,.v.,^ 

48.  Kirkpatrick,  E.  L. ,  Kraenzel,  C.  P.,  and  Thomas,..  ,R«  M.   Resettlement 

and  rehabilitation  in  the  central  Wisconsin  nesting  area. . .Preliminary 
report.   37  p.,  processed.   cMadison?  Wis.;,  1935.   281.2  K63Re, 

Survey  "conducted  cooperatively  by  the  Rural  Division  of  the  Wisconsin 
Emergency  Relief  Administration,  Division  of  Research,  Finance,  and 
•  Statistics  of  the  Federal  Emergency  Relief  Administration,  and  the 
Rural  Sociology  Department,  Wisconsin  Agricultural  Experiment  Station. M 

An  analysis  of  data  with  regard  to  relocation  and  rehabilitation  of 
461  resident  households  in  Clark,  Eau  Claire,  Jackson,  Juneau,  Monroe, 
and  Wood  Counties,  Wis.,  as  of  February  1935. 

49.  Kirkpatrick,  E.  L. ,  and  Thomas,  R.  M.   Resettlement  and  rehabilitation 

in  the  Crandon  land  purchase  area. . .Preliminary  report.  45  p.,  processed. 
cMadison?  Wis. 3. 1935.   281.2  K63R 

Survey  "conducted  cooperatively  by  the  Rural  Division,  WERA,  Division 
of  Research,  Finance,  and  Statistics,  FERA,  and  the  Rural  Sociology 
Dept.,  Wis.  Agric.  Expt.  Sta." 

Analysis  of  data  on  600  resident  households  in  Florence,  Forest,  and 
Vilas  Counties,  Wis.,  as  of  Apr.  1,  1935.  ;  . 

50.  Kirkpatrick,  E.  L.   Rural  rehabilitation  and  relief. ..Preliminary  report. 

15  p.,  processed.  Madison,  Wisconsin  emergency  relief  administration, 
1934.   281.2  K63  ■}% 

The  report  summarizes  a  survey  of  893  rural  relief  families  in  11 
counties  of  Wisconsin.  Kinds  and  composition  of  families,  occupational 


expediences  and  ownership  of  property,  and  prospects  and  needs  for 
rehabilitation  were  the  principal  subjects  investigated.   The  counties 
fo riling  the  area  "basis  of  the  study  were  Dodge,  Douglas,  Eau  Claire, 
Kenosha,  Marinette,  Oneida,  Racine,  Rock,  Vernon,  Washington,  and 
Waukesha.  1 

51.  Kirkp&trick,  S.  L. ,  and. Ferguson,  Winifred.   Survey  of  relief  with 

reference  to  rural  rehabilitation  cin  Wisconsin^'.  67  p.,  ^processed. 
Madi&on*  Wisconsin  emergency  relief  administration,  1935.  ■  381.2  K63S 
Field  work  on  which  this  study  was  based  was  conducted  "during  the 
spring  and  early  summer  of  1934,  in  thirteen  counties  chosen  to  repre- 
sent., the  State. from  the  standpoints  of  natural  resources,  type  of 
farming  areas,  and  the  extent  of  relief  granted  from  different  sources. 
The  counties  included  Green,  Iowa,  and  Richland  representing  the 
southern  areas;  Waushara,  Clark,  Marathon,  Oconto,  Lincoln,  and  Rusk 
representing  the  central  area;  and  Forest,  Iron,  Sawyer,  and  Burnett 
representing  the  northern  area."  For  each  area,  conditions  necessitating 
emergency  relief,  the  extent  and  character  of  relief,  and  attitudes  toward 
the  granting  of  relief,-  are'  surreyed;  and  tentative  suggestions  for  re- 
habilitation are  made.   Suggestions  include  credit  for  distressed  farmers, 
establishment  of  rural  industries,  resettlement  of  residents,  part-time 
farming  for  partially  employed  industrial  workers,  reforestation,. ..forest 
farmsteads,  and  development  of  playgrounds  and  game  preserves. 

52.  Kirkpatrick,  E.  L. ,  and  Boynton,  A.  M.   Wisconsin's  human  and  physical 

resources;  a  graphic  presentation  of  conditions  affecting  rural  re- 
habilito,tion.  173  p.,  processed.  Madison,  Wis.,  Research  section, 
Resettlement,  administration,  Region  II,  1936.   281.2  E53W 

A  social-economic  survey  of  the  State.  Data  are  presented  graphically 
by  means  of  naps,  with  accompanying  textual  discussion  and  explanation. 

53.  Kraenzel,  C.  F.,  and  Mcintosh,  R.  3.   The  relief  problem  in  Montana:  a 

study  of  the  change  in  the  character  of  the  relief  population.   Mont. 
Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  343,  64  p.  Bozeman,  1937.   100  M76 

54.  Kumlien,  W.  Fi   A  graphic  summary  of  the  relief  situation  in  South  Dakota 

(1930-1935).   S.  Dak.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  310,  63  p.  Brookings,  1937. 
100  So 82 

Contains  a  section  summarizing  comparative  characteristics  of  relief 
and  nonrelief  groups.  Data  are  shown  graphically  by  means  of  maps  and 
statistical  charts  and  tables. 

55.  Landis,  P.  H. ,  Pritchard,  Mae,  and  Brooks,  Melvin.   Rural  emergency  re- 

lief in  Washington  with  attention  to  characteristics  of  rural  relief 
,  households.   Wash'.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  334,  39  p.  Pullman,  1936. 
100  W27E 

56.  Landis,  P.  H.   Rural  relief  in  South  Dakota,  with  special  attention  to 

rural  relief  families  under  the  New  Deal  relief  program.   S.  Dale.  Agr. 
Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  289,  63  p.  Brookings,  1934.   100  So82 
A  1930-34  summary,  outlining  the  composition  and  economic  status  of 
relief  households,  occupational  history  and  employment  status  of  members 
of  relief  households,  types  and  sources  of  relief,  and  changes  in 
living  standards* 


57..     Larson,   0.  F.-;      Rural  households  .and  dependency!   a  comparative  study  of 
coajposition  and  behavior  of  relief  and  non-relief  households  in  three 
Colorado -counties  EBaca,  Elbert,  and  Larimer^'       Colo.  Agr.'Expt.    Sta. 
Bui.    444,,  $8  p.     Port   Collins,    1938.     .  1005C71S 

58.  Larson,   C.  F.       Sural  relief  and  agricultural  adjustment.       West.  Farm 

Ec on.  -Assoc.   Proc.    (1936)   9:    50-63*     :  280.83  W52-  "J 

The  rural  relief  situation,  and -characteristic  a  of  rural  relief 
^clients,  in  the  Rocky  Mountain  andy!Pacific  States,  with  a  suggested 
policy  for  meeting  the  problems  presented.   The  policy,  stated  in  sum- 
mary form,  is  that  ,'Jeach  community  and  area  must  have  individualized 
treatment  in  a  coordinated  program  if  we  would  secure  the  best  possible 
adjustment  of  agriculture  and  rural  society  in  our  rural -urban  culture." 

59.  Larson,  0.  P.   With;  rural  relief  in  Colorado,  Fob. -No v.  1935.   Co-op. 

Plan  of  Rural  Resv.  Colo.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  and  Uu^.  Works  Prog.  Admin. 
Res.  Bui.  1,  28  p.,  processed.  .Port  Collins,  1936;  i-  100  C71-2 
.Making  use  of  data  collected  in  a  U.  S.  Works  Progress  Administration 
"Survey  of  Current;  Changes1  in  the  Rural  Relief  Population"  in  8  counties 
in  Colorado,  this  bulletin  gives  the  reasons  for  opening  and  closing 
rural  relief  cases,  shows  what  disposition  was  made  of  such  cases  when 
t   .-..t&e  Federal  Emergency  Relief  Administration  stopped  giving  assistance 
at  the  end  of  November  1935,  and  describes  the  type  of  cases  selected 
by  the  various  agencies  to  which  cases  went  from  the  rural  relief  rolls. 

60.;  Lindstron,  D.  E. ,  and  Johns,  I.  D. -  Rural  relief  in  Illinois;  a  study 
of  home  assistance  in  thirteen- counties.   111.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui. 
480,,  p.  395-440.  Urbana,  1941..  -  100  111. 
.    Contents:  Pt.  I,  Development  of  relief  programs  in  rural  counties; 
pt.  II,  The  relief  load  and  its  cost;  pt.  Ill,  Effectiveness  of  ad- 
ministration; pt.  IV,  The  relief  clients  (characteristics,  farming 
.problems,  social  problems  related;  to  agricultural  conditions);  summary; 
guiding  principles  for  better  -relief  administration. 

'The  counties  forming  the-.basis  .of  the  study  were  Alexander,  Champaign, 
Coles,  DeKalb,  Franklin,  Mason,  Mercer,  Monroe,  Montgomery,  Pope,  Scott, 
Whiteside,  and  Woodford... •■ :  .  -r  >  ■ '- 

51.  McCormick,  T.  C.  '  Comparative  study  of  rural  relief  and  non-relief 

households.   U.„  S.  Works  Prog.  Admin.  Div.  Social  Res.  Res.  Monog.  II, 
141  p.',.  processed..,:  Washington,  £,  C. ,  1935.   173.2  W89Re 
A  survey  of  rural  relief  and  nonrelief  households,  as  of  October  1933, 
in  47  sample  counties  selected  in  19  States  "and  falling  within  13 
distinct  types  of  farming  areas."  Characteristics  of^the  families  re- 
ported on  include  residence,  composition,: education;- earnings,  economic 
assets  and  liabilities,  occupations,  and  employment.       <;;" 

62.  Manny,  T.  3.,  and  Clowes,  H.  G-.   A  comparative  stud;/  of  certain  relief 
and  non-relief  households  in  selected  areas  of  rural  Maryland.  "117  p;, 
processed.   College  Park,  1939.   281.2  M312  '■•■"; 

"Cooperating  agencies:  Division  of  Social  Research,  Work  Projects 
Administration,  Division  of  Prefessional  and  Service  Project sy  Maryland 
Work  Projects  Administration,  Department  of  Sociology i  the  University 
of  Maryland."  ',  .     :  " 
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,  •  ^Partial  contents:  Composition  and  characteristics  of  households;  re- 
sources and  liabilities  of  households^;  occupation,  industries,  and 
employment,   «  "','""*'     ,c  "V  ;i 

.fThe  study  was  "based  on  conditions  found  in  Allegany,  Calvert,  Dorchester, 
r Harford,  St.  Marys,  and  Washington  Counties.  * 

63.  Melvin,  3.  L.  'Rural  youth  on  relief.   U.  S.  Works  Prog.  Admin.  Div. 

.  Social  Ees.  Res.  Monog.  XI,  112  p.  Washington,  D.  C,  1937.   173.2  W39Re 
<-:  "This  survey  was  made  in  304;  counties  scattered  in  31.  States  and  in 
83  New  England  townships.11'  "'   • 
Contains  descriptive  and  statistical  data  on  the  number  and  location 
of  rural  youth  in  relief  households,  changes  in  their  number,  1933  to 
1935;  their  personal  character! sties,  educational  ^status,  and  occupa- 
tions; and  youth  programs  ef  Federal  emergency  agencies. 

64.  Roskelley,  R.  W. ,  and  Larson,  0.  P.   Educational  foundations  for  rural 

rehabilitation  cin  Colorado^.   Colo.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  457,  34  p. 
Port  Collins,  1939.   100  C71S 

65.  Standing,  T.  G. '   Comparison  of  relief  and  rehabilitation  cases  in-rural 

areas,  Oct.  1934.   U.  S.  Ped.  Emergency  Relief  Admini  Res.  Bul..,P-10, 
7  p.,  processed.  Washington,  D.  C,  1935.   173.2  R27Ref 
. ;  .    The  two  types  of  cases  are  compared  with  respect  to.  usual,  occupation,  of 
head  of  household,  size  of  household,  and  value  of  relief  and  rehabili- 
tation grants.         '  -*       .-; 

66-.   Standing,-  T.  .&, ,  .    A  descriptive  study  of  the  rural  and  small  ,city-  relief 
population  in  Oklahoma.'   Okla.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  B-251,;  23  p# 
Stillwater,,  r1941.  Ref . ,  p.  23.   100  0k4 

Characteristics  of  the  relief  population  and  their  prospects  for  re- 
habilitation. ,*.-.'.,, 

67,  Ullrich,  C.  E.   The  f aita  operator  in  the  Texas  rural  and  town  relief 

population,  Oct.  1935^(28  sample  counties).   Coop.  Plan  of  Res. ,  Prelim. 
Rpt.  3,  2?  p.,  processed.   cAustin?  Tex.-j  1936.   283.9  T31 
A  cooperative  research  project  of  Texas  Agricultural  Experiment  Sta- 
tion, Texas  Relief  Commission,  and  the  U.  S.  Works  Progress  Administra- 
tion. 
tr  Contains  data  on  G-eneral  characteristics  of  the  population  surveyed; 

family  characteristics;  relief  history  of  households;  and  tenure  ..-status. 

68.  U.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture.   Agricultural  statistics  cl  936-1942.}.   7  nos. 
,.,  Washington,  D.  C.  :c  1936-1 941 -,.   1  Ag84Yas 

Data  on  farm  family  living  of  low-income  farmers  may  be  found  in 
Table  "463,  p.  356-357,  1936  number;  Table  511,  p.  412,  1937  number; 
Table  587,  p.  463-465,  1938  number;  Table  538,  p.  504-505,  1939  number; 
Table  699,  p.  582-583,  1940  number;  Table  703,  p.  573-575, .1941  number; 
and  Table  730,  p.  653-655,  1942  number. 

Statistics  by  States  on  rural  rehabilitation  borrowers  and. loans  are 
found  in  Table  670,  p.  534-535,  1939  number;  Table  737,  p.  630-631, 
1940  number;  Table  744,  p.  520-621,  1941  numbor;  and  Ta,ble  798,  p.  727- 
728,  1942  number. 
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59.  Wakcley,  "R.   E. ,  and  Anderson,  A.  H.   Relief  in  rural  Iowa.   Iowa  Agr. 
Expt.  Sta.  ABul.  377,  p.  345-388.  Ames,  1938.   100  Io9       's, 
An  outline  of  relief  needs  and  conditions  in  rural  Iowa,  types  of 
relief,  and  federal,  State,  and  private  relief  programs  and  work  in 
the  State,  "based  on  conditions  in  the  9  sample  counties,  of  Calhoun, 
Emmet,  Guthrie,  Ida,  Mahaska,  Marshall,  Monona,  Page,  and  Washington. 

70.  Whetten,  IT.  L.,  and  others.   Sural  families  on  relief  in  Connecticut.  . 

Conn.  (Storrs)  Agr.  Expt,  Sta.  Bui.  215,  76  p.  Storrs,  1937,  Ref., 
p.  76.   100  C76S 

H.  D.  Darling,  V.  C.  McKain,  and  R.  P.  Field,  joint  authors. 

Relief  data  from  a  study  of  1683  families,  containing  6,507  members, 
representing  a  sample  of  the  Connecticut  rural  population.  The  study 
covered  the  period  from  February  to  December  1935.  The  relief  families 
are  described,  their  socio-economic  characteristics  given,  and  the  ad- 
ministration of  relief  outlined.  '   • 

71.  Whetten,  N.  L. ,  and  McKain,  W.  C,  jr.   A  sociological  analysis  of  relief 
,      and " no n- relief  families  in  a  rural  Connecticut  town.   Cohh.  (Storrs) 

AgrJ  Expt.  Sta.  Bui,  219,  79  p.  Storrs,  1937,   100  C76S 

72.  Williams,  3.  0.,  and  Crawford^  W.  S.   Composition  and  characteristics 

of  the  population  of  rural  relief  households  in  South  Carolina.   S.  C. 
Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  328,  32  p.  Clemson,  1940.   100  Sb8   - 

73.  Witt,  L.  W.   Economic  problems  of  low  income  farmers  in  Iowa.   Iowa 

Agr.  Expt-.  Sta.  Res,  Bui.  307,  p.  207*263*1  Ames,  1942.  Ref.,  p.  258- 
,   259.   100  Io9 

"This  study. ..aims  at:  (l)  Presenting  evidence  as  to  the  actual  in- 
come distribution  among  Iowa  farmers  in  1939;  ( 2)   examining  the  opera- 
tional efficiency  of  farmers  in  the  various  income  groups;  (3)  indicating 
■•  ;  0~.     some  of  _tlie'f-fac:Lic-rs  limiting  an  increase  in  the  incomes  of  low-income 
farmer s* stemi-ianr  frcm  the  characteristics  of  ;the  person  or  of  the  re*- 
sourcet r'n  ,d;r  -his.  control;  (4)  pointing  but  the  ^arejas.  in'  whieh  the: 
.  economic  and  far-m^managemeht  problems  of  low-income  farmers [.seem  to  lie; 
and  (51  exploring  some  of  the  probable  effects  of  various  types  of 
action  programs  on  these  farmers. H 

74.  Zimmerman',  C.  C.  ,  and  Whet  ten,  N.  L.   Rural  families  on  'relief .   U.  S. 

Works  Prog.  Admin.  Div.  Social  Res.  Res.  Monog.  XVII,  161  p.  Washington, 
'  D.  C,  1938.   173.2  W89Re 

,rThe  purpose  of  ,this  study  is  to  give  a  general  description  of  rural 
'.relief  families  .and  to  point  .but  some  of  their  characteristic  features. 
It  summarizes  information  concerning  their  occupational  origin,  their 
Size'  and  composition,  the  age  and  sex  characteristics  of  the  heads,  the 
marital- condition  of  the  heads,  the  number  and  types  of  dependents,  the 
composition  of  the  families  from  the  standpoint  of  relationship,  their 
fertility  rates,  their  employability,  employment,  and  amount  of  relief, 
and  the  mobility  and  education  of  their  members.   These ^various  factors 
are  analyzed  on  the  basis  of  geographical  distribution.*.-  Introduction. 
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-  Bw  Public'-  Relief  Programs  • 

75.  Brown,  J.  C.   Public  relief,  1929-1939.   524  p.  N.  Y. ,  Holt  C19403. 

283  3812  ::-,"  '  \  ',.. 

A  study  of  general  relief,  in  "♦which  some  attention  is  given  to  the 
rural  rehabilitation  programs  of  the  Federal  Emergency  Relief  Adminis- 
tration, the  Resettlement  Administration,  and  the  Farm  Security  Ad- 
ministration -(-see  index  under  names  of  these  agencies,  also  under 
Rural  areas,'  Rural  rehabilitation).        .-'■'";•'. 

76.  Brunner,  E.  de  S. ,  and  Lorge,  Irving.   Rural  trends  in  depression  years; 

a  survey  of  village-centered  agricultural  communities,  1930-1936. 
387  p.  N.  Y. ,  Columbia  Univ.  press,  1937.   281.2  383Ru 
Relief  in  rural  areas,  p.  329-353. 

77.  Farnham,  Rebecca,  and  Link,  Irene.   Effects  of  the  works  program  on 

rural  relief.  A  survey  of  rural  relief  cases  closed  in  seven  States, 
July  through  November,  1935.   TJ.  S.  Works  Prog.  Admin.  Res.  Moiiog. 
.   XIII,  115  p.  Washington,  D.-C.,  1938.   173.2  W39Re 

78.  Lane,  Mrs.  M.  D. ,  and  Steegmuller,  Francis.   America  on  relief.  180  p. 

N.  Y. ,  Harcourt,  Brace  and  co.  cl9383*;  283  L24 

Specific  group-problems  in  relief  -The  migratory  workers  and  the 
chronically  submarginal  agricultural  workers,  p.  43-60 •  ,':' 

79.  Li$k,  Irene.   Relief  and  rehabilitation  in  the  drought  area.   U.  S* 

Works  Prog.  Admin.  Div.  Social  Res.  Res.  Bui.  Ser.  Vi"  no.  3,  57  p. 
Washington,  D.  C. ,  1937.   173.2  W89Ref 

Describes  "the  trend  and  scope  of  the  Federal  relief  programs  in  the 
drought  area,  as  well  as  the  personal 'and  occupational  characteristics 
Q^.the  families  who  make  up  the  relief  population  of  the  drought 
States."  The  States  of  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  and  South  Dakota  form  the  basis  of  the  study. 

80.  Mangus,  A.  R.   Changing  aspects  of  rural  relief.   U,  S.  Works  Prog. 

Admin.  Div.  Social  Res.  Res.  Monog.  14,  238  p.  Washington,  D.  C. ,  1938. 
173.2  W89Re 

"It  is  the  purpose  of  this  monograph  to  discuss  the. . .conditions  which 
forced,  .-.rural  people  onto  relief  rolls,  to  analyse  relief  trends  and 
relief  turnover,  and  to  provide  a  summary  analysis  of  the  changing 
characteristics  of  persons  and  families  which  received  general  public 
relief  during  1935."  The  study  was  based  on  conditions  in  "138  sample 
counties  representing  9  agricultural  areas,"  and  "300  counties  and 
83  New  England  townships  selected  from  32  States."  A  brief  outline 
and  explanation  of  various  Federal  rehabilitation  programs  are  given, 
p.  12-15.  :"  "■■; 

81.  Ratcliff ,;  J.  D.   Repair  vs.  relief  in  West  "Virginia.   Survey  Graphic 

25:  .582.   Nov.  1937.   280.8  C37G 
A  first-hand  account  of  Ikw  West  Virginia  is  rehabilitating  "some  of 
its  relief  clients  through  the  team-play  of  the  State's  medical  pro- 
fession and  the  public  assistance  department." 
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82.  U.  S.  Congress.  Senate.  Special'  committee  to  investigate  unemployment 

and  relief.   Unemployment  and  relief;  hearings. . .75th  Cong.,  3d  sess... 
Feb.  28  to  Apr.  8,.- 1,938.  -2:  v.-...  Washington,  D.  C. ,  U.  S.  Govt,  print, 
off. ,  1938.   283  Un3962 

Volume  2  contains  testimony,  prepared  statements',  and  reports-'  on 
unemployment  and  relief  in  agriculture,  as  follows:  Rural  problem  areas 
in  the  Southern  States*  by  R.;B*  Vance's  p;  1011-1016;  rural  poverty, 
relief , -and  rehabilitation  in  the  South,  by  Howard  Kester,  p.  1043- 
1068;  Distress  among  rural  youth,  by  M.  L.  Wilson,  p.  1099-1112;  The" 
rural  relief  policy  of  the  Federal  Government,  .by- H." A.  Wallace,  p.  1123- 
1136;  rural  relief,  by  C,  C.  Zimmerman,  p.  1136^1149;  Statistical  data 
on  relief,  by  S.  A.  Rice,  p.  1191-1214,  1402-1432;  Die  Farm  Security 
Administration  and  its  work,  by  the  Committee  staff/  V   1516-1620; 
Rural  problem  areas  in  the  Southeast,  supplemental- statement  by  R.  33. 
Vance,  p«?  1556-1560.  .-.  :  :.!:■?  ,  .V  •  '■'      - 

83.  U.  S.  National  resources  planning  board.  Committee  on  long-range  work 

and  relief  policies.   Security,  work,  and  relief -policies.  640  p. 
Washington,  D.  C. ,  1942.   173.2  N214Sr 

This  report  presents  a  comprehensive  review  of  Ha  decade  of  experience 
in  meeting  the  needs  of  our  disadvantaged  citizens  through  the  provi- 
sion of  work,  social  insurance,  and  public  assistance,"  by  the  Federal, 
State,  and  local  government*.  Relief  and  public  <aid  policies  for  the 
farm  population,  particularly  the  program  of  the  Farm  Security  Admin- 
istration, are  reviewed.  Recommendations  and  guiding  principles  for 
a  comprehensive  future  program  of  social  security  and  public  aid  in 
the  United  States  are  set  forth. 

84.  Williams,  B.  A.   Federal  aid  for  .relief.  269  p.  New  -Yofki  Columbia 

Univ.  press,  1939.   283  W67  ■•         "'■£.■ 

The  author  gives  a  brief  historical  sketch  of  relief  policies  in  the 
United  States,  then  analyzes  the  various  programs  and  activities  of 
the  Federal  Emergency  Relief  Administration.   The  rural  rehabilitation 
program  is  outlined,  p.  68-70,  138-142.  '•; 

85.  Woofter,  T.  J.,  jr.   Relief  in  rural  areas,  statement.. .before  the 

Senate  Civil  liberties  committee,  May  23,  1940.  12  p; ,  processed. 
[Washington,  U.  -C. ,  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration 3  1940. 
1.95  Ad8Wo 

86.  Wynne,  Waller,  jr.   Five  years  of  rural  relief.  160  p.,  processed. 

Washington,  D.  C. ,  U.  S.  Works  progress  administ ration,  Division  of 
social  research,  1938.   173.2  W89Fi 

Partial  contents:  Ch.  I,  Aggregate  expenditures  for  rural  and  town 
relief,  1932-1936;  Ch.  II,  Trends  in  expenditures  and  case  loads; 
Ch.  Ill,  Average  monthly  benefits  per  case. 

The  study  was  based  on  relief  expenditures  and  case  loads  in  385 
sample  counties  and  townships  in  36  States.  Data  and  statistics  are 
presented  for  five  major  types  of  relief:  Public  general  assistance; 
public  veterans'  assistance;  public  aid.  to  the  aged,-  the  blind,  and 
dependent  children;  resettlement  emergency  grants;  arid  private" assistance. 
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•"'•RtJRAL"  PROBLEM  ARMS   «'--:"     » •*■     .  -.  ; 
JTTV ; — ...;,-.,  ,'V  ■••     --.  .  '•  *o'v.-i..."A- 

87.  Babcock,  J.  0.   Location  of  dependency  in  rural  areas.-'  Rural  Sociol. 

1(1):  28-39.  Mar.  1936.  ''281.28  R88  '  ;. 

The  author  defines  dependency,  and  contrasts  the  opposing  popular 
attitudes  with  regard  to  direct  relief  to  persons  and  indirect  relief 
to  corporate  bodies.  His  remarks  on 'the  location  of  rural  dependency 
areas  are -based  chiefly  on  S£x  Rural  Problem  Areas,  by  Beck  and  Forster 
(see  Item  88).  :  ' .«  f> 

88.  Beck,  P.  G.  /  and  Eorster,  M.  G.   Six  rural  problem  areas;  relief-  re- 

sources'- rehabilitation.   U.  'S.  Ted.  Emergency  Relief  Admin.  Res. 
Mohog.  1,  157  p.,  processed."  Washington,  D.  C,  1935.  Ref . ,  p.  165- 
167.   173.2  W89Re  "  •  ; 

This  study  reports  on  conditions  in  65  counties 'in  the  following 
problem  areas:  The  Appalachian- Ozark area;  the  Lake  States  cut-over 
area;  the  spring  wheat  area;  the  winter  wheat  area;  the  eastern  cotton 
belt;  and  the  western  cotton  area.  The  relief  situation,  family  char- 
acteristics of  the  relief  population,  socio-economic  resources  of  re- 
lief families,  and  plans  and  prospects  for  rehabilitation  are  considered 
for  each  of  the  six  areas.  Much  of  the  study  is  statistical  in  nature, 
,  and  statistics  are  given  in  tables,  graphs,  and  maps. 

89.  Blackwell,  C*  V.   Concentration  of  rural  relief  in  certain  localities 

in  North  Carolina.   Rural  Sociol.  1:  200-213.  June  1936.   281.28  R88 
A  report  based  on  a  State-wide  survey  made  in  April  1935. 

90.  Brunk,  M.  E.   Attacking  low-income  problems  in  rural  areas  of  New  York 

State.   Jour.  Land  and  Pub.  Util.  Econ.  17?  493-497.  Nov.  1941. 
282.8  J82 

Report  of  a  stud;.'-  made  by  the  New  York  State  College  of  Agriculture 
and  the  U.  «S.  Department  of  Agriculture  in  1940  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  wthe  economic  and  social  effects  of  poor  land  oh  the  lives  of 
people  and  upon  their  local  government.*  The  area  studied  was  a  com- 
pletely rural  town,  consisting  almost  entirely  of  land  unsuited  to 
agriculture,  and  possessing  virtually  no  resources  other  than  the  land. 

The  effects  of  this  poverty  in  resources,  on  farm  enterprises,  farm 
income,  home-use  production,  public  administration,  and  public  schools 
are  outlined. 

91.  Henderson,  C.  0.,  and  Wise,  Harry.   The  subsidization  of  rural  land  areas 

in  Mississippi.   U.  S.  Dept.  Agr.  Farm  Security  Admin,  and  Bur.  Agr. 
Econ.  Div.  Land  Econ.  Region  VI.  Mimeo.  No.  1,  57  p.  Little  Rock, 
Ark. ,  1937.   1.9506  M65 

"The  purposes  of  this  study  are  twofold:  (l)  a  comparison  by  counties 
of  the  extent  to  which  rural  areas  of  Mississippi  are  subsidized;  and 
(2)  to  ascertain  whether  maintenance  of  certain  services  to  rural  areas 
in  poor  land  counties  is  more  costly  per  capita  than  the  maintenance  of 
such  services  to  rural  areas  in  rich  land  counties.*' (p.  4). 

Data  on  rural  rehabilitation  grants  and  loans  made  by  the  Resettlement 
Administration- are  given  on'p.  14-20,  and  in  Appendix  table  3-6. 
Statistics  are  given  by  counties. 
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92.  Hill,    G.   W. ,   and  Smith,  R.   As       Man  in;  tn<3  "cut-ovorH^a  study  of  family 

farn  resources  in  northern  Wisconsin*,,    "Wis.  Agr.t«E?pt.    Sta.  Res.  3ul. 
139,   71  p.     Madison,  1941.       100  W75J";  ^  - ->.t^»  / 

General  de  script  ion,  gf.  .rural  family  life'stetd  coonunity  activity  in 
18   "problem11  counties'  oi northern  Wi-SQcrisin* 

93.  Kifer,  R.   S«, /arid  Stewart,  H.  L.        Farming  hazards  in  the  drought  area;' 

U.    S.  Works  Progi  fAdnin.  Div.    Social~Res.  Res.  Monog.  XVI,   219  p. 
Washington",""!).  CV,"  1938.       173.2  W89Sa    //"'    ...    ,  :.,J|p 

Th±S'  s^udy,  which  was  based  on  13  representative  counties  scattered 
over- the  northern, -central,  and  southern  Great  Plains,    "was  undertaken 
to  analyze  natural  and  economic  faqtprs  which  contributed  to  rural 
distress  and  agricultural  maladjustment  in  the  Great  Plains  with  a 
view  to  determining  needed  changes  in  land  use  and  farm  organization- 
al thus  indicating  the  form  any  relief  and  rehabilitation  program 
should  take."     Chapter  IV,    "Prospects  for  rehabilitation  of  farmers," 
gives  a  detailed  analysis  of  rehabilitation  prospects  and  problems 
for  13  specified  areas. 

See  also  Item  104.  .,    - 

94.  Murchie,  R.  W. ,  and  Wasson,  C.  R.   Areas  of  rural  distress  in 

Minnesota.  35  p.,  processed.   cMinneapolis?3  Dec.  1935.   281.043  M66 

"Cooperative  plan  of  rural  research.  Agricultural  Experiment  Sta- 
•  tion  of  .the  University  of  Minnesota,  the  Federal  Works  Progress  and 

Minnesota  State  Emergency  Relief  Administrations." 
"In  this  bulletin,  an  attempt  is  made  to  discover  the  important 

areas  "of  rural  distress  in  this  State,  and  to  determine',  if  possible, 

some  of  the  reasons  why  certain  areas  have  such  a  'serious  relief 

problem." 

95.  Smith,  T.  L. ,  and  Pry,  M.  R.   The  population  of  a  selected  "eut- 

,  over"  area  in  Louisiana.   La.  Agr.  Erpt.  Sta.  Bui.  26B,  45  p. 
Baton  Rouge,  1936.   100  L93 

"This  report  is  designed  to  furnish  the  basic  facts  pertaining  to 
the  present  situation  and  prospects  of  the  population  in  what  has 
been  called  a  Hrouble,'  ' submarginal , '  or  'land- retirement1  area  in 
the  State  of  Louisiana.." 

Contents: ■ Introduction;  composition  of  the  population;  mobility 
and  reactions  to  proposals  of  removal;  the  economic  situation  in 
the  area;  summary  and  conclusions. 

96.  Sarden,  L.  G.   Applying  a  plan  for  land  and  people.   U.  S.  Bur. 

Agr.  Econ.  Land  Policy  Rev.  1(4):  15-20.  Uov./Dec.  193S.  .  1  Ec7La 

Rural  rehabilitation  through  rural  zoning  in  24  counties  'of  northern 
Wisconsin. 

97.  U.  S.  Bureau  of  agricultural  economics.   Economic  and  social  problems 

and  conditions  of  the  southern  Appalachians.   U.  S.  Dept.  Agr. 
Misc.  Pub.  205,  184  p.  Washington,  D.  C,  1935.  Ref *  t  p.  183- 
134.   1  Ag84M 
In  cooperation  with  the  TJ.  S.  Bureau  of  Home  Economics,  U.  S. 
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Forest  Service,  TJ.  S.  Office  of  Education,  and  the  agricultural 
experiment  stations  of  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  jjwj&^g  t  ■ 
Kentucky.-,-.,  m  ■    ■-  r ..    .  ..  .■■■,:  ',-  ;■"  ■ 

Contains  "the. following  sections  which  are  of  special  interest; 
Farm  organization  and  management,  "by  H.  W.  Hawthorne,  p.  41-?2;  ^ 
Population  distribution  and.  changes,  by  T.  ,3.  Manny,  p.  120-136.; 
Variations  in  farm' family  living.,,  by [.$■#%   Williams*  p,  137-152;  Food 
supply  of  families  living  in  "the  southern  Appalachians,  "by  H.  K. 
Stiobcling,  p.  .153-154;  Social  conditions  and  social  organizations,., 
by  W.  F.  Garnett ,'  ;p."  155-16?.'.  .  *  '."  ''  ■■;?^.;   ,-  '•:'"'v*.-'\  ■■  '/; ' 

Illustrated  with  maps,  charts,  tables,. and  photographs. 

98.  IT.  S.  Farm  security  administration.   Problems  of  land  and  people  in 

the  Southeast.   9  p.,  processed.   [Washington,  D.  C.„  1941]. 

1.95  P941  ...  ,-.  ;lT.  '   .-;;;,:..  .-.-,.-.  ,  ?.£    ;,' 

The  problem  is. described  ;as  one  of  population  pressure  ?on  -the  land. 

99.  U.  S.  Federal  emergency  relief  administration.  Division  of  research 

and  statistics.  ,  .Sural  problem  areas  survey  report... 

65  nos., 'processed.  /.[Washington, ''D..  C.-j  Sept.  15,  '1934  to  Jan.  14, 

1935.   173.2  R27Rur    *  .  V.   .';.?•■;  •■         -:)..-.  '•'; 
For  each. problem  area,  one  or.  more  representative  counties  are.  ... 
selected  for  atudy;.  and  conditions  with  respect  to  r.clief  and  - 
rehabilitation  and  prospects  for  rehabilitation  are  -outlined,  r 

100.  U.  S.„  Forest  service.   Permanent .rehabilitation  through  the  -.national 

forest  work  program  in  southern  Missouri.   25  p.,  processed.   ;■,;. 
Washington,  33.  0.,  [1935?-,.  ,;  1.9  F7672Pe.  . 
Seven  maps  showing  the  areas  studied  are  appended..  ..  j 
Statistical  resume  of  the  people  and  .resources  of  six  National 
Forest  Purchase  Units  of  southern  Missouri ,  showing  the  possibilities 
'for  employment  and  permanent  rehabilitation  of  the  people  _re siding 
in  those  areas.  .  .       •-,...-'.  ?   .  ,  /'  .       ,'■;    ■  ■■   ,*  ■-.-,, 

101.  U.  S.  Forest,  service.   Apian  of  social  adjustment  for  the  forest 

areas  of  the  north  -central  States,  with  special  reference  to  the 
'"national  forests.  32  p. ,  processed.   [Washington,  D.  C.  ?  I935j. 
"1.9.  F7672P1  "''i.  '  .*'-•*  '        :'-..'•- 

References,  appendix  III.  •  ..;•-.. 

Detailed  outline  of  a  plan  embodying  proposals  and  recommendations 
"for  the  initiation  of  permanent  rehabil it aVion  on  the  Ifetional 
Forests. ".     «]-..-  ...  ,'■-•"  ■'.-■  -CI 

Contains  four"  appendices.  Appendix  no.  4  gives  instructions  foazv 
a  population  survey  and  rehabilitation  project  report. 

102.  TJ.  S.  Groat  plains  committee.   Rehabilitation"  in  the  northern  Great 

plains,  preliminary  report  of.  the  Northern  Great  plains  committee. 
32  p.  ,  processed.  '  [Washing toil,  D.  C.3  1938.   ,173.2  G792  : 

Presents  "a  program  of  rehabilitation  to  promote  permanent'  im- 
provement in  economic  conditions  throughout  the  Northern  Great  . 
Plains  area. "  •.-     -.■>.-  -<   -   ■ 
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103.  U.  S.  Soil  conservation  service.  Region  8.   Rural  rehabilitation  in 

New  Mexico.   U«  S.  Soil  Consorv.  Serv.  Regional  Bui.  50,  Conserv. 
Econ.  Serv.  23,  9  p.,  processed.   Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  1935. 
1.9609  R26  •'.'  • 

The  discussion  is  "based  on  conditions-  in:  the-  Santa  Cruz  River 
Valley "from  Santa  CrW  to  Sane tuario.   -*  •" 

104.  '  U.  S.  Works  progress  administration.  Division  of  social  research. 

Research  "bulletins  &-1  -  K-13,  processed.  Washington,  D.  C. , 
1936,  1937.   173.2  W89Rek  '  • 

A  series  of  studies  undertaken  to  determine  present  conditions  and 
future  prospects  of  farmers  in  the  1934  drought  area  of  mid-western  ■ 
United  States. 

Contents:  K-l,  larm  relief  and  rehabilitation  problems  in  the 
Loess  Hills  of  central  Nebraska  (as  typified  by  Sherman  County, 
Nebr.),  by  R.  S.  Kifer;  K-2,  Natural  and  economic  factors  affect- 
ing rural  rehabilitation  problems  in  central  South  Dakota  (as 
typified  by  Hyde  County,  S.  Dak.),  by  H.  L.  Stewart;  K-3,  Condi- 
tions in  the  southwestern  wheat  area  which  affect  the  rehabilita- 
tion program  (as  typified  by  Perkins  County,  Nebr.),-  by  H.  -M. 
Pevehouse;  K-4,  Natural  and  economic  factors  affecting  rural 
rehabilitation  problems  in  southwestern  North  Dakota  (as  typified 
by  Hettinger  Count;/-),  by  H.  L.  Stewart;  K-5,  Natural  and  economic 
factors  which  affect  rural  rehabilitation  on  the  north  plains  of 
Texas  (as  typified  by  Dallam  County,  Tex.),  by  H.  M.  Pevehouse;  * 
K-6,  Natural  and  economic  factors  which  affect  rural  rehabilitation 
in  the  high  plains  area  of  eastern  Colorado  (as  typified  ~by 
Cheyenne  County,  Colo.),  by  H.  M.  Pevehouse;  K-7,  Natural  and 
economic  factors  affecting  rural  rehabilitation  problems  in 
northwestern  North  Dakota  (as  typified  by  Divide  County,  N.  Dak.), 
by  H.  L.  Stewart;  K-8,  Natural  and  economic  factors  affecting  rural 
rehabilitation  in  central  North  Dakota  (as  typified  by  Sheridan 
County,  N.  Dak.),  by  H.  L.  Stewart;  K-9,  Natural  and  economic 
factors  affecting  the  possibility  of  closer  settlement  in  the  Red 
River  valley  of  eastern  North  Dakota  (as  typified  by  Traill  County, 
N.  Dak.),  by  H.  L.  Stewart;  K-10,  Natural  and  economic  factors  af- 
fecting rehabilitation  in  the  upper  south  plains  of  the  Texas  Pan- 
handle and  the  high  plains  of  eastern  'New-  Mexico  (as  typified  by 
Curry  County,  N.  Mex. ),  by  H.  M.  Pevehouse;  K-ll,  the  agricultural 
situation  in  the  intensive  livestock  production  area,  of  southeastern 
South  Dakota  (as  typified  by  Moody  County,  S.  Dak.),  by  H.  L. 
Stewart;  K-12,  Natural  and  economic  factors  affecting  rural  re- 
habilitation on  the  south  plains  of  the  Texas  Panhandle  (as  typified 
by  Halo  County,  Tex.),  by  H.  M.  Pevehouse;  K-13,  Natural  and 
economic  factors  affecting  rural  rehabilitation  in  southeastern  •  ' 
Wyoming  (as  typified  by  Goshen  County),  by  H.  L.  Stewart. 

See  also  Item  93.  - 

105.  Wehrwein,  G.  S»   The  economic  status  of  isolated  settlers  in  the 

cut-over  area  of  Wisconsin  •   Jour.  Land  and  Pub.  Util.  Econ. 
15:  184-194.  May  1939.   282.8  J82 
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106.  Wehrwein,  G-.  S.   A  social  and  economic  program  for  submarginal 

agricultural  areas.   Jour.  Farm  Econ.  13:  270-279.  Apr.  1931. 
280.8  J822 

A  program  is  proposed  which  will  apply  particularly  to  the  cut- 
over  aree.s  of  Wisconsin.  The  proposed  program  relates  to  land 
utilization  and  management,  and  improvements  in  local  government. 

107.  White,  M.  R. ,  Ensminger,  Douglas,  and  Gregory,  C.  L.   Rich  land  - 

poor  people.   U.  S^  Farm  Security  Admin.  Region  III.  Res.  Rpt. 
-1,  52  p.,  processed.   Indianapolis,  1938.   1.9503  R31 

This  study  covers  Butler,  Dunklin,  Mississippi,  New  Madrid, 
Pemiscot,  Scott,  and  Stoddard  Counties  in  southeast  Missouri. 

Contents:  Social  and  economic  conditions  in  southeast  Missouri: 
a  paradox  of  rich  land  and  poor  people;  natural  resources;  the 
settlement  of  southeast  Missouri  and  the  composition  and 

u    characteristics  of  its  population;  the  agriculture  and  the  farm 

tenure  system;  how  the  people  live;  their  community  organization. 

CONSUMPTION  3SHAVI0R  OF  LOW- INCOME  RURAL  FAMILIES 

108.  Davidson,  D.  M. ,  jr.,  and  Hummel,  B.  L.   Standards  of  living  in 

six  Virginia  counties.   U.  S.  Farm  Security  Admin.  Social  Res. 
Rpt,  XV,  116  p.,  processed.   Washington,  D.  C,  1940.  1.95  Sol 

Study  mg.de  in  cooperation  with  the  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Agricultural 
Economics,  U.  S.  Works  Projects  Administration  and  Virginia 
Polytechnic  Institute. 

The  counties  studied  were  Culpepor,  Halifax,  Nansemond,  Prince 
Edward,  Rockbridge,  and  Wythe.  The  study  summarizes  data  on 
values  of  family  living  and  housing  facilities,  cash  receipts  and 
disbursements,  population  characteristics  and  mobility,  and 
reading  and  leisure  activities. 

109.  Dodson,  L.  S.   Living  conditions  and  population  migration  in  four 

Appalachian  counties".   U.  S.  Farm  Security  Admin,  and  Bur.  Agr. 
Econ.  Social  Res.  Rpt.  Ill,  152  p.,  processed.   Washington,  D.  C, 
1937.   1.95  Sol 

The  comities  studied  were  Avery  and  Haywood,  N.  C. ,  and  Magoffin 
and  Morgan,  Ky. 

110.  Kansas.  Emergency  relief  committee.   A  study  made  of  719  rural 

rehabilitation  families  relative  to  their  standard  of  living. 
20  p.„,  processed.   Topeka,..  cl935;j.   284.4  K132 

The  study,  which  consists  chiefly  of  statistics,  gives  the  follow- 
ing types.-of  data  relating  to  the  families  studied:  Housing  con- 
—-«,,--  ditions,  household  equipment  and  conveniences,  need  for  medical 

service,  tenure  status,  size  of  farms,  size  of  families,  and  income. 

111.  Kumlien,  W.  F. ,  and  others.   The  standard  of  living  of  farm  and 

village  families  in  six  South  Dakota  counties,  1935.   S.  Dak. 
Agr.  Sxpt.  Sta.  Bui.  320,  63  p.  Brookings,  1938.   100  So82 

C.  P.  Loomis*  Z.  E.  Bankert,  E.  de  S.  Brunner ,  and  R.  L.  McNamara, 
joint  authors. 

In  cooperation  with  the  U.  S.  Works  Progress  Administration,  the 
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U.  S.  Parm  Security  Administration,  and  the  U.  S.  Bureau. of 
Agricultural. Economics*:)'  ■:  :■■',:    ,:■   ■'.-.   •■•.*:  •  "        ..■-•■••.   / 

Study  was  based  on  "data  obtained  from  25  sample  areas  within 
six  South  Dakota  counties j  typifying  respectively  sir  different 
sections  .of [the  State. »  Data  presented  relate  family  living 
characteristics, /family  characteristics,  property,'  cash  .income; 
and  nonmaterial  elements  in  the  standard  of  living,  including 
education,  ; reading  material; .  and  mobility  V:- ^  *"■■■ 

112.  Kumllen,  W.  F.,  and  Petheram,  .Vera,  .  ,.The  standard  of  living  of 

Farm  security  administration'  clients  in  South  Dakota.   S.  Dak.  Agr. 
Expt.  St a»  Special  Cir*  [Unnumbered-,,  43 'p.,  processed.  Brookings, 
1940.  •  ..:'.'  . 

Cooperating  in  .this  study  were  the  U.  ;S»  Works  Progress  Administra- 
tion of  South  Dakota  and  the  TJ.  S.  Farm  Security  Administration. 

This  report  is  based  on  a  survey  of  amplications  and  farm  plans 
of  Parm  Security  Administration  standard  loan  clients.  MIt  is  a 
sample  of  a  low  income  group  and  cannot  be  considered  as  being 
representative  of  any  large  section. of  the  population  of  the  -state." 
Throughout  the  report,  comparisons  are  made  with  an  earlier  study 
(1935)  of  a  sample  representative  of  the  entire  rural  population 
of  the  State,  for  the  purpose  of ; showing  differences  between  the 
low- income  group  -and  a  more:  nearly  normal  group. 

113.  Loomis,  C.  P.,  and  Dpdson,  L.  S.   Standards  of  living  in  four. 

southern  Appalachian  mountain  counties.   U.  S.  Parm  Security 
Admin.  Sppial  Res.  Rpt.  X,  59.  p.-,  processed.   Washington,  D.  C, 
1938.  1.95  Sol    , 

In  cooperation  with  U.,  S.  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics. 

Analysis  of  the  level  of  living  in  Avery  and  Haywood  Counties, 
N.  C. ,  and  Magoffin  and  Morgan  Counties*  Ky. 

114.  Loomis,  C.  P.,  Lister^  J.  J.,  and  Davidson,  D-.  M. ,  jr.  ,  Standards  of 

living^  in;  the  -Great  Lakes,  cut-over;  area.  ,  TJV  S.  Parm  Security 
Admin.  Social  Res.  Rpt.  XIII,  63  p..,,  processed.  .  Washington,  D.  C, 
1938.   ' 1.95  Sol 
In  cooperation  with;  IF,;  S.  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics. 

115.  Loomis,  C.  P.,  and  Davidson,  D.  M. ,  jr.   Standards  of  living  of  the 

residents,  of  seven  rural  resettlement . communities.   U.  S.  Parm 
Security  Admin.  Social  Res.  Rpt.  XI,  93  p. ,  processed.  Washington, 
D.  C,  1938.  1.95  Sol    ;  .  .      .   ■ 

In  cooperation  Aid. th  IT.  S.  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics. 

The  Ashwood,  S.  C,  Bosque,  N.  Mex. ,  Cumberland  Parms,  Ala, 
Cumberland,  Home  steads,  Tenn.  ,  Dyess,  .Ark.  ,  Penderlea,  N.  C,  and 
Ropesville,  Tex.  ..resettlement  projects  are  covered  in  the  report. 

116.  Monroe,  Day,  Stiebeling,  H.  K.:,  and  Pennell,  M.  .Y.   Rural  family  • 

living!  the  situation, early  1942.   165  p.  ^processed.   Washington, 
D.  C,  Uj  S.Bur.  of  hone  economics,  1942.:   1.982  E2R88   .' 
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117.  Rossoff,  Milton.-   The  John  Doe  family  and  how  they  livedo  11  p., 

processed.  Washington,  D.  C.,'U.  S.  Bur,  of  agricultural 
-■economics,  1941.   1.941  R4J61 

"This  study  is  one  of  a  series  that  was  undertaken  "by  the. Bureau 
of  Agricultural  Ecdnomics ' in  an  attempt  to  analyze' various  aspects 
of  family  living  of  Farm  Security  clients  as  revealed,  "by  an 
.analysis  of  record  hooks  kept  by  these  clients.  .This  report  deals 
with  38  Tenant-Purchase  families'  in  the  Farm  Security  Administra- 
tion Region.  XII,  during  the  Calendar  year  1939. " 

118.  U.  S.  Bureau  of  home  economics.   Consumer  purchase  study.   U.  S. 

Dept.  Agr.  Misc.  Pud.  356,  383,  399,  402,  405,  415,  428,  436,  455, • 
456,  457/  462,  464,  465.  Washington,  D.  C. ,  1939-194},.   1  Ag84M 
. 'Study,  made  in  cooperation  with  the  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics, 
the  U.  S.  National  Resources  Committee,  the  U.  S.  Works  Progress 
Administration,  and  the  Central  Statistical  Board.    .  .  . 

Results  of  the  study  listed  here  have  "been  issued  in  two  series: 
Farm;  and  Urban  village  and  farm.  The  studies  include 'da.ta- on 
consumption; expenditures  and  characteristics  of  low-income. farm 
families. 
'  Farm  Series;  ... 

.  356:   Family  income  and  expenditures,  Pacific  region  and 
Plains  and  Mountains  region.  Part  1,  Family  income,  "by  Day  Monroe, 
D.  S.  Martin,  Margaret  Perry,  and  Kathryn  Cronister.  1939.  276  p. 
..«  383:   Family -income  and  expenditures,  Middle  Atlantic,  Ho'rth 
central,  and  New  England  regions.  Part  1,  Family  income,. by  D.  S. 
■  .Martin-,  Day  Monroe,  D.  S.  Brady,  and  Elizabeth  Phelps.  1940. 
258.  p.  ... 

:  ^  405:  Family  food  consumption  and  dietary  levels,  five 
regions,  by  H»  K.  Stiebeling,  Day  Monroe,  C.  M.  Coons,  E.  F. 
Phipard,  and  Faith  Clark.  1941.  393  p. 

428:  Family'  expenditures  for  clothing,  fi-ve  regions,  by 
Day  Monroe,  -M.  Y.  Penn'ell,  Elizabeth  Phelps,  J.  C.  Hopper,  and 
Helen  Hollingsworth?-  1941.  387  p. 

457:   Family  expenditures  for.  housing  and  household  opera- 
tion, five  .regions,  by  Hazel  Kyrk,  Day  Monroe,  D.  S»  Brady, 
Colette  Rosenstiel,  and  E.  D.  Rainboth.  .  1941.  201 -p. 

462:'  Family  income  and  expenditures,  southeast  region-. 
Part  -i;  family -income,  ~by  D.  S.  Brady,  Day  Monroe,  Margaret-  Perry^  - 
and  M.  R.  Pratt.  1941.  208  p.  .  ... 
■'■-■.     -  465:  Family  income?  and  expenditures,  fivo  regions.  Part  2t 
family,  expenditures,  by  Day" Monroe,  D.  S.  Brady,  Margaret  Porry, 
.  Kathryn  Cronister,  and  E.  D.  Rainboth.  1941.  366  p. 
Urban  Village  and  Farm;  ,  .,. 

-■   ..       399:  Family  housing  and  facilities,  fivo  regions,:  by  Hazel 

Kyrk,  Day  Monroe,  M.  Y.  Pennell,  and  E.  D.  Rainboth.  1940.  223  p.- 
402:   Family  expenditures  for  medical  care,  five  regions,  by' 
Helen  Kolling^worth,  Day  Monroe,  M.  C  KLem,  and  K.-  L.  Benson.  1941. 
241  p.  •■•  ,":  '  "...  .••■.. 

415i  Family  expenditures  for  automobile  and  other  trans- 
portation, five  regions,  by  Day  Monroe,  D.  S.  Brady,  J,  F. 
Constantine,  and  K.  L.  Benson.  1941.  272  p. 
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436:   Family  expenditures  for  furnishings  and  equipment, 
five  regions,  "by  Day  Monroe,  Helen  Hollingsworth,  Margaret  Perry, 
and  M.  Y.  Pennell.  1941.  -  212  p#  •  .  ,  . . 

455:   Family  expenditures  for  personal  care,  gifts,  selected 
taxes,  and  miscellaneous  items,  five  regions,  "by  Day  Monroe, 
D.  S.  Brady,  E.  D.  Rainboth,  and  B.  D.  Riley.  1941*  113  p. 

456:   Family  expenditures  for  education,  reading,  re- 
creation, and  tobacco,  five  regions,  by  Day  Monroe,  D.  S»  Brady, 
M.  Y.  Pennell,  and  M.  H.  Coffin.  1941.  208  p. 

464:   Changes  in  assets  and  liabilities  of  families,  five 
regions,  "by  D.  S.  Brady,  Day  Monroe,  Janot  Murray,  Y.  A.  Carmel, 
and  M.  W.Ellsworth.  1941.  226  p. 

119,  U.  S.  Bureau  of  home  economics.   Farm  family  living:  the 
situation,  winter  1942-43.  59  p.,  processed.  Washington,  D.  C. 
1942.   1.982  A20u8 

Contains  data  on  living  expenditures  and  income  status  of  farm 
families. 

120.  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture.   Yearbook  of  agriculture,  [1933-1935] 
3  nos.  Washington,  D.  C,  C1933-19353.  1  Ag84Y 

Data  on  farm  family  living  of  low-income  farmers  may  ho  found  in 
Tahle  475,  p.  737-739,  1933  yearbook;  Table  484,  p.  718-719,  1934 
.yearbook;  and  Table  484, , p.  695,  1935  yearbook. 

121^  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration  .  Region  XII.  Analysis  of... 
farm  home  plans  and  record  books  in  cvarious  sections  of  Region 
XTI-j  1940.   c5  nos.D  processed.  Amarillo,  Tex.,  1941.   1.9512  Anl 

In  cooperation  iirith  the  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics. 

Analysis- of  records  on  farm  management  practices  and  results,  and 
family  living  standards  and  characteristi cs  of  Farm  Security 
,    Administration  rural  rehabilitation  clients. 

The  five  reports  comprise  record  book  analyses  as  follows:  219 
record  books  in  western  Kansas  and  the  Panhandle  of  Oklahoma,  40  p.; 
50  books  in  the  eastern  part  of  Hew  Mexico,  40 "p.;  39  books  in  the 
western  part  of  Hew  Mexico,  38  p.;  170  books  in  the  cotton  area  of 
Texas,  40  p.;  95  books  in  the  Panhandle  of  Texas,  40  p. 

122.   U.  S.  National  resources  planning  board.   Family  expenditures  in  the 
United  States;  statistical  tables  and  appendixes.  209  p.  Washington, 
D.  C,  1941*   173.2  N214Fam 
A  detailed  analysis  of  family  expenditures  in  the  United  States,  based 
on  data  obtained  through  the  Consumer  Purchases  Study,  a  U.  S.  Work 
Projects  Administration  project  conducted  jointly  by  the  U.  S.  Bureau 
of  Home  Economics  and  the  U,  S.  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics.   This  anal- 
ysis "includes  a  break-down  of  these  expenditures  into  over  90  categories 
of  outlay,  together  with  comparative  estimates  indicating  farm,  rural 
non-farm,  and  urban  differences,  regional  variations,  and  differences 
with  respect  'to  size  of  family,  as  between  white  and  Negro  families, 
and  in  relation  to  expenditures  for  durable  goods.  The  statistical 
results  are  shown  in  the  pro sent  volume  both  in  summary  form  and  in  a 
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nore  detailed  sofc-  of  referenda  tables.     A  description  of  the  sources 
and-methods  used':in  the  study  is.  presented 'In'' an  appendix."-  Ex-     ,•'•■  >- 
penditurcs.  and  other  family  characteristics  are  also  tabulated  by 
income  level,    thus  affording  an  apprbach  to   the  living  standards  and 
other' characteristics  of  low-income  rural  families.  . .  ' 

PUBLIC  RURAL  REHABILITATION  PROGRAMS 

...-,■    A.    General  ■  >  ;    ;.'•" 

123.  Alexander,  V.; ¥.   How  the  Farm  security  administration  is  helping  needy 

farm  families*;  8, p.,  processed.  [Washington,  D.  C,  U.  S.  Farm 
security  administration-j  1939.   1.95  Ad8  ^no.  43 

"Statement... introduced  into  the  Record  at  the  hearings  on  savings 
and  investment  before  the  Temporary.. National  Economic  Committee, 
May  24,  1939."     "  "'  •  •'  ..,- 

The, poverty  and  living  conditions  of  the  "bottom  third  of  our  farm 
populations"  are  described,  Factors  contributing  to  this  rural  poverty 
are  mechanization  of  farming  with  its  consequent  displacement  of 
labor,  rapid  growth  of  population  in  the'  poverty  stricken  areas,  and 
lack  of  opportunities  for  industrial  employment.  Bad  health,  bad 
housing  conditions,  and  lack  of  educational  Opportunity  accompany  the 
low  income  and  low  living  standards.  Some  of  the  "answer's  to  the 
problem  of  rural  poverty"  are  noted.  The  rehabilitation  program  of  the 
Tarm  Security  Administration  is  explained,  its  operation  described, 
and  some  of  its  results  in  increased  wealth  and  improved  living 
standards  set  forth.  f  ■•.:   ;' 

124.  Alexander,  W.  W.   Methods  of  halting  unnecessary  rural  migration. 

20  p. ,.  processed.  Washington ,  D.  C,  U.  8.  Farm  security  administra- 
tion, 1940.   1.95  Ad8  cno.  73 

"Testimony... before  the  Senate  Civil  Liberties  Committee,  May  23, 
1940."  Also  published  in  Supplementary  hearings,  pt.  3,  p.  682-708. 
(283  Un312Y)      .  _  '  •  , ,  >• 

A  statement  of  the  work  and  functions  of  the  U.  S.  Farm  Security 
Administration,  including  an  outline  and  analysis  of  the  rural  re- 
habilitation program. 

12,5.-  Alexander,  W.  V.   The  rehabilitation  and  tenancy  programs.   U.  S. 
Soil  Conserv.  Serv.  Soil  Conserv.  4(l)j  14-15,  17.-  July  1938. 
1.6  So3S 

The  rehabilitation  program  of  the  Resettlement  Administration  and 
its  successor,  the  Fawa  Security  Administration,  is  outlined. 

126.  Baldwin,  C.  3B.   Doors  to  rural  democracy. ..address. ..Traverse  City, 

Mich...  Oct.  22,  1941.  16  p.,  processed.  cWa«hington,  D. C,  U.  S. 
Farm  security  administration^  1941.   1.95  Ad8Ba 
An  explanation  of  the  work  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration,  by 
the  Administrator  of  that  agency. 


-28- 

127.  Baldwin,  C.  B.   ^Report  to  the  Secretary  of  agriculture  on  seven  years 

of  experience  in  the  rehabilitation  of  needy  farm  families. 3 

U.  S.  •  Farm  Security  Admin.  Pub.  12,  5  p.,  processed.  Washington, 

D.  C,  1941*   1.95  F94 

The  amounts  of  rehabilitation  loans,  repayments,  and  the  progress 
of  clients  are  reported  on. 

128.  Blaisdell,  D.  C.   Government  and  agriculture;  the  growth  of 

Federal  farm  aid.  217  p.  New  York,  Farrar  and  Rinehart,  inc., 
c19403.  (American  Government  in  action  ser.)   281.12  B57 

"The  furtherance  of  farm  security",  p.  141-165.  This  .chapter 
describes  the  work  of  the'U.  S.  Farm  Security  Administration  and 
the  rural  rehabilitation  program. 

129.  Chamber  of  commerce  of  the  United  States.  Agricultural  dept.  com- 

mittee.  Rural  relief  and  rehabilitation  under  the  Farm  security 
administration.  40  p.  Washington,  D.  C,  1942.   281.12  C353E 

A  critical  analysis  of  the  U..  S.  Farm  Security  Administration 
program  for  small  and  tenant  farmers  and  farm  laborers.  Much  at- 
tention is  given  to  the  rehabilitation  program  and  its  various 
phases.  The  Committee  recommends  that  the  work  of  the  Farm  Security 
Administration  be  "cpordinated  or  consolidated  with  that,  of  the 
;  permanent  federal  and  state  agencies  related  to  the  agricultural 
industry." 

130.  Cocalis,  Virginia..   The  Joads'  kids  get  a  break.  7  p.,  processed. 

[Washington,  D.  C,  TJ.  S.  Farm  security  administration,  1940.] 
1.95  J57 

Reprinted  from  the.  April  1940  issue  of  The  American  Teacher. 

On  the  educational  phase  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration's 
rehabilitation  woixk. 

131.  Drobish,  H.  E*   cRural  rehabilitation  in  California. j   Calif. 

Dept.  Agr.- Monthly  Bui.  24(l):  50-56.  Jan.  1935.'   2  Cl^M 

132.  Gaer,  Joseph.   Tovard  farm  security;  the  problem  of  rural  poverty 

and  the  work  of  the  Farm  security  administration,  prepared  under 
the  direction  of  the  FSA  personnel  training  committee,  for  FSA 
employees.   246  p.  Washington,  D.  C,  U.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture, 
1941.   1.5  T65 
Bibliography,  p. 220-237. 

Intended  primarily  as  a  handbook  for  Farm  Security  Administration 
county 'supervisors,  this  book  describes  the  causes  and  effects  of 
rural  poverty;  outlines  the  inception, objectives,  and  administrative 
.  and  technical  organization  of  the  Farm  Security -Administration;  and 
gives  practical  instructions  and  suggestions  on  various  details  of 
the  prograjn  a.nd  its  'execution. 

133.  Hollcnbcrg,  R.  W.   The  meaning  of  rehabilitation.   5  p. ,  processed. 

San  Francisco,  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration,  1940.   1.9509  Ad8Ho 

Outlines  the  objectives  and  the  various  phases  or  methods  of  the 
rural  rehabilitation  prograjn. 
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134.  Hopkins,  H.  L,   Hope  for  the  millions.   Today  4(2):  3-4,  20. 

May  4,  1935.   280,8  T562 

Explanation  of  the  rural  rehabilitation  program  of  the  Federal 
Emergency  Relief  Administration. 

135.  Hudgens,  R.  tf.  "As  the  rope  supports  the  hanged."   U.  S.  Bur*  Agr. 

Econ.  Land  Policy  Rev.  2(4):  7-11.  July/ Aug.  1939.  1  EcTLa 

How  the  Farm  Security  Administration's  rehabilitation  program 
benefits  the  tenants. and  sharecroppers  of  the  South* 

136.  Hudgens,  R.  W.   Significance  of  our  low-income  farmers  in  our 

National  economy,  address...  Blacksburg,  Va. ,  Aug.  1,  1940.  13  p., 
processed.  c¥ashington,  D.  C-j  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration, 
1940.   1.95  Ad8H 

137.  Huranel ,  B.  L.   Programs  affecting  the  status  of  low-income  farm 

families.   Natl.  Country  Life  Conf.  Proc.  (1938)  21:  66-81. 
281.2  N213 

Government  programs  are  described, including  the  rural  rehabilitation 
program  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration,  and  the  Federal 
relief  program* 

138.  King,  J.  J.   The  Farm  security  administration  and  its  attack  on  rural 

poverty.   Rural  Sociol.  7:  155-161.  June  1942.  281.28  R88 

An  analysis  and  discussion  of  the  various  programs  and  activities 
which  make  up  the  work  of  the  U.  S.  Farm  Security  Administration, 

139.  Krueger,  0.  K.   Three   farmstead  communities  in  central  Nebraska. 

Social  Serv.  Rev.  11:  575-622.  Dec.  1937.   280.8  Sol 

This  article  presents  an  explanation  of  the  work  of  the  Rural 
Rehabilitation  Divisions  of  the  Federal  Emergency  Relief  Administra- 
tion and  the  Resettlement  Administration,  the  organization  of  the 
State  rehabilitation  corporations,  an  analysis  of  the  rural  re- 
habilitation program;  and  an  outline  of  the  establishment ,and 
operation  of  the  Kearney,  Grand  Island,  and  Loup  City  farmstead 
projects  in  central  Nebraska.  For  each  of  the  projects,  information 
is  givon  on  the  following  topics:  Land  selection  and  building 
prograjn;  choosing  the  families;  families  selected  to  fill  vacancies; 
organization  of  work  and  financing  of  the  families;  co-operatives 
on  the  farmsteads;  problem  of  schools;  debits  and  credits  at  the 
end  of  two  years;  conclusions  and  recommendations.  Brief  descrip- 
tions and  histories  of  ea,ch  of  the  families  chosen  for  the  projects 
are  given. 

140..  Loewenstcin,  J.  R.   Background  data  of  CU.  S.  Resettlement  administra- 
tion} Region  VII;  a  graphic  summary  of  physical,  social  a.hd 
economic  features  in  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  and  • 
Kansas.  123  p.,  processed.  Lincoln,  Nebr. ,  U.  S.  Resettlement 
administration,  1937.   1.9507  B12 
Consists  chiefly  of  statistical  maps  and  charts. 
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141.  Looniis,  C.  P.   Social  relationships  and  institutions  in  sevon 

new  rural  communities.   U.  S.  Farm  Security  Admin.   Social  Res. 
Rpt.  XVTII,  82  p.,  processed.,  Washington,  D.  C,  1940.  1.95  Sol 

In  cooperation  with  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics. 
-  The  Ashwood,  'S».'  C,  3osque,  N.  Mex.,  Cumberland,  ,Tenn. ,  Dyess, 
Ark.  ,  Penderlea,,  N.  C,  Ropesville,  Tex.,  and  Skylinfc  Farms,  Ala.-, 
resettlement  projects  are  covered  in  the  report.  For  purposes  of 
comparison,  data  on  five  additional  communities  are  also 
presented.  These  communities  were  Klamath  Palls,  Calif .-Oreg. , 
Tortugas,  N>  Mex.,  South  Holland,  111.,  Neighborhood  of  Bosque, 
N.  Mex. „  and .  Neijhborho od  of  Cumberland,  Tenn.     '   * 

142.  Maddox,  J.  G.   The  Farm  security  administration  in  Southern  com- 

munities.  Natl.  Conf.  Social  Work  (1942)  69:  109-118.  '  280.9  N213 
■  Description  of  the  work  and  functions  of  the  U,  S.  Farm  Security 

Administration.  ,  ' 

143.  Maddox,  J.  G.   Suggestions  for  a  national  program  of  rural  rehabili- 

tation and  relief.   Jour.  Farm.  Econ.  21:  881-896.  Nov.  1939, 
280.8  J822 

Suggested  bases  of  such  a  national  program  are:  Research, 
coupled  with  positive  recommendations;  a  general  understanding  of 
the  importance  of  environment  in  shaping  personality;  substitution 
of  the  ideal  of  distributive  justice  for  that  of  monetary  gain  in 
social  relationships.  Extent  of  the  low-income  farm  population, 
and  the  size  and  adequacy  of  incomes  are  discussed.  For  an  operating 
program  in  an  attack  on  rural  poverty,  the  rural  rehabilitation 
program  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration  is  presented  and 
discussed. 

144.  Malaret,  R.  J.   Sfntesis  de  los  trabajos  realizados  en  Puerto  Rico 

por  la  Division  de-  rehabilitapidn  de  la  P  R  R  A.   Rev.  de  Agr. , 
•Indus.,  y  Com.  de  Puerto  Rico  31:  532-538.  Oct. /Dec.  1939;  32: 
207-215,  May/ June  1940.   8  R325 

Summarizes  the  work  done  in  Puerto  Rico  ^oy   the  Rural  Rehabilita- 
tion Division  of  the  Paerto.  Rico  Reconstruction  Administration. 

145.  Morgan,  E.  ,  S.   Displacement  of  farm  families  caused  ~by  national 

defense  activities  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  and 
Florida.  ,tn-TJ.  S.  Cong.  House.  Select  Committee  Investigating 
Natl.  Defense  Migration.   Natl.  Defense  Migration,  hearings... 
Pt.32,  p. 12039-12089.  Washington,  U.  S.  Govt,  print,  off.,  1942, 
283  Un3752  pt.32 

Section  I  of  this. paper  deals  with  the  "impact  of  national 
defense  on  the  rural  rehabilitation  program  of  the  Farm  Security 
Administration  and  on  farm  labor  supply." 

146.  Nebraska.  Emergency  relief  administration,  A  st\\dy  of  the  rural 

rehabilitation  program  in  Nebraska.  47 -p.,  processed.   cLincoln3 
1935.   280.051  N27 
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147.  Nelson,  Lowry.   Government  .aid  for  low-income  farm  families. 

Social  Ed.  3^  375-380.   Sept.  1939.   280.8  Sol23 
A  summary  of  the  low-income  farm  problem  and  of  recent  Federal 
efforts  to  solve  it.  The  rural  rehabilitation  program  of  the 
Federal  Emergency  Relief  Administration,  the  Resettlement  Ad- 
ministration, and  the  Farm  Security  Administration  is  briefly 
considered,  p.  376-378. 

148.  North  Carolina.  Emergency  relief  administration.  Emergency  relief  in 

North  Carolina;  a  record  of  . . .  development  and  ...  activities... 
1932-1935;  ed.  by  J.  S.  Kirk,  Walter  A.  Cutter,  Thomas  ¥♦  Morse. 
c Raleigh,  N.  C..-,f  1936.   233  N81 
The  rural  rehabilitation  program  and  work  are  outlined  on  p.  281- 
315.   Numerous  photographs. 

149.  North  Carolina.  Emergency  relief  administration.   Pioneering  in 

rural  rehabilitation  in  North  Carolina.  70  p.  cRaleigh,  N.  Ct , 
1935]  281.2  N811 
A  comprehensive  account  of  the  rural  rehabilitation  efforts  of 
the  North  Carolina  Emergency  Relief  Administration;  and  an  out- 
line of  trends  "toward  long-time  rural  planning  iirhich  have  been 
developing  in  North  Carolina,  beginning  with  the  'Live-At-Home' 
program  of  0.  Max  Gardner." 

150.  Oppenheimer,  Monroe.   The  development  of  the  rural  rehabilitation 

loan  program.   Law  and  Contemp.  Prob.  4:  473-488.  Oct.  1937. 
274.003  L41 

History  of  the  legislative  and  administrative  development  of  the 
rehabilitation  program,  from  its  origin  under  the  Federal  Emergency 
Relief  Administration  in  1933,  to  1937.  The  functioning,  changes 
in  organizational  form,  and  contemporary  lending  activities  of  the 
program  are  described. 

151.  Parker,  F.  E.   Labor  under  the  Farm  security  program.  TJ.  S.  Bur. 

Labor  Statis.  Monthly  Labor  Rev.  53:  1368-1387.  Dec.  1941. 
158.6  B87M 

A  summary  of  the  programs  and  work  of  the  TJ.  S.  Farm  Security  Ad- 
ministration, including  the  rural  rehabilitation  program. 

152.  Proctor,  3.  E.   Co-workers  with  FSA  families.   Pub.  Health 

Nursing  34:  296-304.  June  1942.   448.8  P95 
On  the  cooperative  wqrk  of  the  public  health  nurse  and  the  Farm 
Security  Administration  home  nana.genent  supervisor  in  the  Farm 
Security  Administration's  rehabilitation  program. 

153.  Puerto  Rico.  Reconstruction  administration.  Rehabilitation  in  Puerto 

Rico;  being  an  outline  of  the  origins,  of  the  functions,  and  the 
accomplishments  of  the  Puerto  Rico  reconstruction  administration. 
48  p.   San  Juan,  cPrinted  by  Imprenta  Venezuela-,  1939.   173.2  P962Re 
Rural  rehabilitation,  p.  c7—9-j 
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154.  Reid,  T.  R.   Public  assistance  to  low-income  farmers  of  the  South.-.' 

Jour.  Fans  Econ.  21:  188-194.  ret!.- 1939.  :  '280.8  J822 
A  review  of  wha,t  ..the  federal  Government' is -doing  to  aid  low- 
iiicoiie  farmers  of  the  South,  including  a  discussion  of  the  rural 
rehabilitation  ...work,  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration* 

155.  Skeels ,  Dorr.   The  stump,  lands  bloom'in  Flathead  valley.   U.  S» 

Bur.  Agr.  Econ.  Land  Policy  Rev. '4(ll):  18-21.  Nov.  1941. 
1  Ec7La  -...--   .  f 

The  TJ.  S.  Farm,  Security  Administration  helps  to  rehabilitate 
■  ,\  .  set.-tlers  in  the  ..Flathead  .Valley  of  Montana.  ■'■■<..  _ 

156.  Smith,  R.  C.   Public  assistance  to  low-income  farmers  in  the  North. 

Jour.  Farm  Scon..  21:  178-187.  Feb.  1939;   280.8  J822 
A  review  and  discussion  of  v/hat  the  Federal  Government  is  doing 
to  aid  low-income  farmers  in  the  'States  of  Illinois,  -Indiana,, 
-Iowa,  Missouri,  and  Ohio.  Discussions  and  statistics  on  the  rural 
..Rehabilitation  work  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration  are  included. 

157.  Sorensen,  L.  S.   The  rural  rehabilitation  program* -• '  West. -Farm 

Econ.  Assoc.  Proc  (1935)  8:  ,83-87.   280.83  W52' 

An  explanation- of  the  rural  rehabilitation  program  of  the  Resettle- 
ment;. Admini  strati  on,  with  special  reference  to  its  operation  in  the 
States  of  Washington,  Oregon,  and  Idaho. 

158.  Taylor,  C.  C,  and  Taeuber,  Conrad.   Aid  for  low-income  Workers  in 
■  agriculture.   Internatl.  Inst.  Agr.  Monthly- Bui*  Agr.  Econ.  and 

Sociol.  33(1):  1E-17S.   Jan  .  1942.   280.29' In83  ( 
Discussion  of  the  movement  for  aid  to  lpw-incqme*  agricultural 
workers  in  the  United  States,  including  the  rural  rehabilitation 
program,,  cooperatives,  experimental  programs,  improvement  of 
tenure-,, aid  to  agricultural  laborers,  and  resettlement, 

159.  U.  S.  Bureau  of  agricultural  e oonomics.  '  Farn  families  receiving 

rehabilitation  loans  and  grants.   U.  S.  Bur.  Agr.  Econ.  Agr* 
Finance- Rev.  4(l>:  41-42.  fey  1941.  1.9  Sc78Af 

Contains  a  table  giving  cumulative  numbers  from  1934  to  1940, 
of  families  receiving  loans  or  grants  or  both,  and  of  families 
haying  outstanding  loans  on  Jan.  1,  1941,  by  States,  regions,  and 
island  possessions.  * 

ISO.  U.  S.  Congress.  Joint  committee' on  reduction  of  nonessential  Federalr 
expenditures.  Reduction  of  nonessential  Federal  expenditures, 
hearings*..  77th  Cong.,  1st  and  2d  sess.  ...Pts.  2-3.  Washington! 
U.  S.  Govt,  print,  off.,  1942.   148.8  Ex77'  ■ 
Extended  testimony  was  heard  from  C.B.  Baldwin,  Administrator  of 
the  U.  S.  Farm  Security  Administration,  concerning  expenditures  by 
that  agency  for  the  operation  of  its  rehabilitation  and  other  • 
progi-ams,  including  statistics  on  such  'expenditures  by  States  and 
.  counties  (pt.2,,  p.  366-414,  and  pt.  3,  p.  711-742,  838-846,  847-904); 
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•  statements  and  test'i no isy   of  E.  A.  0' Heal' and  other  Tarn  Bureau 
representatives  attacking  the  PSA  program* iand  its  administration 
(pt.3,  p.  742-838);  and  testimony  of  H.  R.  Tolley,  Chief  of  the 

•  U.  S.  Bureau  of  "Agricultural  Economics,  J. "Pat ton  and  H.  L. 
Mitchell,  defending  the  Earn  Security  Administration  and  showing 
the  importance  of  its  program  to  the  food- for-victory  production 
drive  (pt.3,  p.  909-920). 

161  •  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration*   cAnnual  reports  of  the  Ad- 
ministrator, 1938-1941}.  4  nos.  Washington,  B.C.,  1938-1942. 
1  Ag84  '■■ 

Each  report  outlines  the  progress  of  the  rural  rehabilitation 
program  of  the  Administration  and  the  progress  of  clients  under 
the  program. 

162.  U.  S.  Earm  Security  administration.   Coffee  county,  Alabama* 

15  p.,  processed.   [Washington,  B.  C,  1943}   1.95  C65 
A  "case  history  of  a  sick  county,"  and  of  the  operation  and 
results  of  the  Earm  Security  Administration's  rehabilitation 
program  in  the  county. 

163.  U.  S.  Earn  security  administration.  Eacts  about  rehabilitation  loans 

of  the  Earn  security  administration,  4  p.  Washington,  B.  C. 
C19413  1.5  Ell 

Information  about  the  loans  is  given  in  question-and-answer 
form. 

164.  U.  S.  Earn  security  administration.   The  family  in  rehabilitation. 

4  p.,  processed,   c Washington,  B.  C.3  1941,   1.95  E94 

155.  U.  S.  Earm  security  administration.   The  Earm  security  administra- 
tion. 18  p. ,  processed.   {-Washington,  B.  C,  1941-,   1.95  E228 

"This  leaflet  outlines  some  of  the  reasons  why  more  than  two 
million  farm  families  have  been  forced  to  seok  relief  since  1930, 
and  the  ways  in  which  ESA  has  helped  many  of  then  to  get  back  on 
their  feet."  The  rural  rehabilitation  program  is  outlined  and 
analyzed;  and  some  of  the  financial,  social,  and  economic  results 
of  its  operation  from  1935  to  1940  are  noted. 

166.  U.  S.  Earm  security  administration.  The  Earm  security  administration. 

c40  p.  3  [Washington,  B.C.-,  May  1941.   1.5  E224 
An  outline,  with  illustrative  photographs,  of  the  work  of  the 
Earm  Security  Administration.  The  rehabilitation  program  is  out- 
lined on  p.  9-23. 

167.  U.  S,  Earn  security  administration.  Helping  the  farmer  adjust  his 

debts;  an  explanation  of  the  farm  debt  adjustment  program  *of  the 
Earm  security  administration-,.   4  p.  Washington,  B.  C.  cl938-,. 
1.5  H34  , 

168.  U.  S.  Earn  security  administration.   Importance  of  small  farmers 

in  war, food  production.  2  p.,  processed.   [Washington,  B.C.,  19423 
1.95  Im7 
How  the  Earm  Security  Administration  is  aiding  the  small  farmer 
through  the  rural  rehabilitation  program. 
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169.  U.  S. 'Farm,  security  administration.  Mobilizing  farm,  manpower  for 

war  production.  4  p.,  processed.   [Washington, .  D.  C3  Dec.  1942. 
1.95  M712  '.  .    ■  . .;- .''.  ..  ".';  .j 

How.  the  Farm-:  Security  Administration,  through,  its  rehabilitation 
program,  is  helping-  the  small  and  low-income  farmer  to  increase 
food  production  .to  meet  war  needs. 

170.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  Botes  on  IPSA  program.  20  p., 

processed.  [Washington,.  ID*  C. ,  1942-]  1.95  N84  -  . 

-  Reviews "and  -answers  recent  charges  made,  against  the  Farm.. 
Security  Administration.  Information  is  included  on  the  rehabili- 
tation program  and" loans.' 

171.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  One  South  Carolina  county. 

6  p.,  processed.  [Washington,  D.  C .3  1940.  1.95  0n2 
"This  article  appeared  in  briofcr  -form,  in  OPPORTUNITY  for. 

June  1939."  . ,   ,-.   .   -  •■•  .  •         '■■.'; 
A  story  -of  successful  rehabilitation  clients  of  the  Farm  Security 

Administration  iri  Clarendon  County,  S.  C. 

172.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  Report  of  conference  of 
'■■-■■'  regional  R  R  [rural  rehabilitation}  officials,  Wardman  Park::;.  ■ 

hotel,  Washington,  D.  G. ,  Sept.  18-23,  1939.   93  p.,  processed. 
Washington,  1939.  1.95  R88R 

Included  in  the  conference  proceedings  are  the  following  ad- 
dresses: Land-use,  farn  mortgage  indebtedness,  and  tenancy  in 
relation  to  rural  poverty,  by  R.  C.  Smith,  p.  8-15;  Regional 
specialization,  technological  improvement  in  agriculture,  and 
competition  between  commercial  farmers  and  family-sized  units, 
as  related  to  rural  poverty,  by  C .  C.  Taylor,  p.  16-24-  The 
relationship  of  present  and  prospective  population,  trends  to  the 
problem  of  rural  poverty,  by  Frank  Loriner,  -p.  .24-29;  Our  search 
for  economic  freedom,  by  T.  J.  Kreps,  p.  29-40.  Committee  reports 
are  included;  and  a  4-page  supplement  containing  "suggestions  as 
to  what  can  be  done  to  make  the  comiiunity  and  cooperative  ser- 
vices program, more  effective"  is  appended.  , 

173.  TJ.  S.  Farm  security  administration.   Security  for  farmers,  the  Farm 

security  administration's  program  for  the  South.  6  p.,  processed. 
•  ■     [Washington,  D.  C,  19403   1.95  Se2 

How  tho  Farm  Security  aids  distressed  farmers,  both  whites  a.nd 
Negroes,  in  the  Southern  States. 

174.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.   The  southern  Negro  on  the  farm. 

5  p.,  processed.   [Washington,  D.  C,  19403   1.95  So8 
How  the  rehabilitation  program  of  FSA  benefits  southern  Negro 
farmers. 

175.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  Iowa.   The  Farm  security. administra- 

tion program  in  Iowa.   Iowa  Dept.  Agr,  Yearbook  (1941)  42;  316- 
341.   2  Io9R  ;  ,  fV 

Report  on  the  Operation  of  the  program  for  1941,  with  summary  data, 
for  the  period  1935-1941.  Most  of  the  report  is  devoted  to,  the  rural 
rehabilitation  program.   '   , : 


176.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration*  Regioii  1.   Rural  rehabilitation 

in  Region  one,  1937.  46,  '61  p.,  processed.   Washington,  D.  0v.,c1938?3 
1.9501  R88 

Report  on  the  various  phases  of  the  rural  rehabilitation  program, 
with  statistics  and  maps, ' showing  loan  activities,  case  loads- "by- 
States,  and  increase  in  net  worth  of  rehabilitation  clients. 

177.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  Region  4.   Rural  rehabilitation  in 

Region  IV.  14  p. ,  processed.  Raleigh,  N.  C,  1938.   1.9504  R8 8 

Rehabilitation  work  of  the,  Farm  Security  Administration  in  Kentucky, 
North  Carolina,  Tennessee,;  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

178.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  Region  V.   Florida' s  needy  farmers 

making  own  way;  tenants,  sharecroppers,  and  other  low-income  rural 
'  families. show  gains  under  self-help  program.  8  p.,  processed. 
Gainesville,  Jla.  ,[.1939.}.^  1.9505  F66  . 
Report  on  rural  rehabilitation  program  and  clients  in  Florida. 

179.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  Region  V.   Helping  Alabama's  needy 

farmers  toward  security;  an  outline  of  the  program  to  assist  tenants, 
sharecroppers  and  other  low-income  rural  families  to  become  self- 
supporting  and  independent.  10  p.,.  processed.  '  Auburn,  Ala.;, 'jl93%. 
1.9505  H36  ■'■  •:. 

Report  on  progress, of  the  rural  rehabilitation  program  and  clients 
in  Alabama. 

180.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  Region  VII.   Information  relating 

to  Tarm  security  administration,  U.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture,  Region 
VII... a  general  source  of  statistical  and  factual  information... ,con-j 
all  phases  of  rehabilitation  work.  28  p.,  processed.  Lincoln,  Nebr. , 
Div.  of  information,  Farm  security  administration,  1941.   1.9507  In3 

181.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  Region  IX.   Status  of  Arizona  re- 

habilitation program  as  of  Feb.  27,  1940.   3  p.,  processed.   San 
Francisco,  1940.   1.9509  St2  Ariz. 

182.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  Region  IX.   Status  of  California 

rehabilitation  program  as  of  March  11,  1940.  3  p.,  processed. 
San  Francisco,  1940.   1.9509  St2  Calif. 

U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  Region  IX.   The  work  of  the  Farm 
security  administration  in  region  IX:  1940-1941.  16  p.,  processed. 
San  Francisco,  1941.   1.9509  W89 
An  outlino  and  discussion  of  the  work  of  the  Farm  Security  Adminis- 
tration as  it  rela-tes  to  rural  rehabilitation,  resettlement,  and 
medical  service. 

184.  U.  S.  Federal  emergency  relief  administration.  Rural  rehabilitation  divi- 
sion.  Objectives  and  suggested  procedure  for  rural  rehabilitation. 
28  p.,  processed.   cWashington,  D.  C.?-,  1934.   173.2  R270 

"Based  on  memorandum  dated  June  7,  1934,  and  approved  by  Colonel 
Lawrence  Westbrook,  Director  of  Rural  Rehabilitation,  Federal  Snergency 
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belief  Administration;  Dr.  H.  R.  Ulolley,  Chief,  Planning  Division, 
""■igri  cultural  Adjustment  Administration;  and  Dr.  C.  W.  Warburton, 
"Director,  Extension  Service,  Ujni ted  States  Department  of  Agriculturerftt-V 

185.  U.  S.- Resettlement  administration.   cAnnual  reports,  1935/36,  1937. D 

2  nos.  .'Washington,  D.  C.,1936,  1937.   1.5  R29 
Progress  Under. the  rural,  rehabilitation  program  of  the  Administra- 
tion is  outlined  in  each  roport.  The  report  for  1935/36  gives  a 
historical  sketch  of  the  program  and  of  its  administrative  organi- 
zation. ,  .        .':'-••.  :.•.•'        ,*  ""  . 

186.  U.  S.  Resettlement  administration.   Helping  the  farmer  help  himself. 

4  p.  Washington,  D.  C,  1936.   195' H36 

A  questioh-and-answer  oxplanat.ipn  of,  the  rural  rehabilitation  pro- 
gram of  the  Resettlement  Administration. 

187.  U.  S.  Resettlement  administration..  Jnterim  report. ..April  1936. 

34  p.  Washington,  D.  C,  1936.   195  I'n8 
Report  on  the  work  of  the  Rural  Rehabilitation  Division  of  the  Re- 
settlement Administration,  "by  J.  L.  Dailoy,  p.  8-13. 

188.  Ward,  J.  E. ,  jr.   Rural  rehabilitation  in  Virginia.   Va.  Univ.  News 

Letter  11(13):  1.  Apr.  1,  1935. 

An  explanation  of  the  rural  rehabilitation  program  of  the  Federal 
Emergency  Relief  Administration  and  the  scope  of  its  operation  in 
Virginia.  A  table  is  included,  showing  relief  costs  in  Virginia, 
by  counties. 

189.  Westbrook,  Lavrrence.   The  program  of  rural  rehabilitation  of  the  FERA. 

•Jour.  Farm  Econ.  17(l):  89-100.  Peb.  1935.   280.8  J822 
'  The  paper  outlines  the  theory  and  operation  of  the  rural  rehabilita- 
tion program,  the  organization  of  the  Rural  Rehabilitation  Corpora- 
tion, and  the  rural  problem  areas  where  rehabilitation  is  most  needed. 

190.  Westbrook,  Lawrence.   Rehabilitation  of  stranded  families.   Amer.  Acad. 

Polit.  and  Social  Sci.  Ann.  176t  74-79.  Nov.  1934.   280.9  Am34 
This  article  relates  to  urban  as  well  as  rural  stranded  families. 
The  rural  rehabilitation  program  of  the  Pederal  Emergency  Relief 
Administration,  and  the  operation  of  the  State  rehabilitation  corpo- 
rations are  outlined  on  p.  77-79. 

191.  Wilson,  M.  C.   How  and  to  what  extent  is  the  Extension  service  reach- 

ing low-income  farm  families?   U.  S.  Ext.  Serv.  Cir.  375,  20  p., 
procossed.  Washington,  D.  C. ,  1941.  t  1.9  Ex892Esc 

Survey  of  the  work,  organization,  and  clientele  of  the  Extension 
Service,  indicating  the  extent  of  its  services  to  the  low-income 
groups. 
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Bt  Characteristics.  Resources  and  Progress  of 
v Rehabilitation  Families 

192.   Bailey,  W.  R.   Rural  rehabilitation  progress  in  Stearns  County, 

'Minn.  1.  A  sumnEiry  analysis.   U»  S.  Bur.  Agr.  Scon.  Farm  Mangt. 
Rpts.3,  31  pf,  processed.   Washington,  D.  C.  ,  1940.   1.94-1  L6F22 

Prepared  by- the 'U.  S.  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economic-s  in  cooper- 
ation 'with  the  Minnesota  Agricultural  Experiment  Station  and  U.  S» 
Farm  ■  Security'  Administration. 

Contents:  Introduction;  causes  of  distress;  previous  income  of 
client  s;resources  already  owned;  how  "borrowed  funds  wore  used; 
expectations  and  realizations;  progress  made  by  clients;  fitting 
plans  to  clients'  needs;  supervision;  summary  and  suggestions. 
Data  for  the  study  were  obtained  from  the  farm  accound  records 
kept  by  Farm  Security  Administration  clients. 
193.-  ■  Boiidurant,  C.  4,   A  study  of  one  hundred  Farm  security  administra- 
tion grant  families  in  3311  is  county,  Kansas,  1939.   Fort  Hays 
Kans.  State  Col.  Studios,  Gen.  Ser.  3,  Spciol.  Ser.  1,  48  p.  Rcf. 
Hays,  Kans.,  1941.   280.9  K134 

Gives  a  historical  sketch  of  Ellis  County,  its  population,  agricul- 
ture, and  the  development  of  farm  relief.   The  100  families  receiving 
Farm  Security  Administration  grants,  which  form  the  subject  of  this 
report,  arc  studied  as  to  family  background ,  living  conditions, 
economic  situation,  and  social  life. 

194.  Burdick,  R.  T.   Colorado  rehabilitation  farms,  income  and  expense, 

1938.  18  p.,  processed.  Tort  Collins,  Colo.,  1940. 

Colorado  Agricultural  Experiment  Station  in  cooperation  with 
U.  S.  Work  Projects  Administration. 

195.  Call,  E.  B.   Analysis  of  family  living  taken  from  130  record  books 

in  the  "cotton  area  jof  Texas3  1941.   9  p.,  procossod.   Amarillo? 
Tex*,  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration,  Region  XII,  1942. 
1.9512  Anl2 

'■   Analysis  of  home  management  and  family  living  of  Farm  Security 
Administration  rehabilitation  clients. 

196.  Call,  E.  B.   Analysis  of  family  living  taken  from  134  record  books 

in  the  range  area  c of  New  Mexico  and  Texas3  1941.   9  p.,  processed. 
Amarillo?  Tex.,  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration,  Region  XII, 
1942.   1.9512  Anl2 

Analysis  of  home  management  and  family  living  of  Farm  Security  • 
Administration  rehabilitation  clients. 

197.  Call,  E.  B.   Analysis  of  family  living  taken  from  155  record" 

books  in  the  wheat  area  cof  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas']  1941. 
9  p.,  processed.  Amarillo?  Tex.,  U.  S.  Farm  security  administra- 
tion, Region  XI!,  1942.   1.9512  Anl2 

Analysis  of  home  management  and  family  living  of  Farm  Security 
Administration  rehabilitation  clients. 

198.  cFontein,  Elaine^.    Spot  survey  of  sixty  families  referred  for 

rehabilitation  to  the  Resettlement  administration  by  Pinal  County 
c  Arizona-}  Board  of  public  welfare,   32  p.,  processed.   c Tucson, 
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University  of  Arizona  Agricultural-. §xperiment;  station,  1936, 
28(TAr33        "'"p      'fj".''  >  '  ■'?*:',  ";j[  ' 
A  cooperative  study ,  in"  which  the""  Arizona  Agricultural  Sxpcri*- 
,  :  -mont  Station,  the  Social  Research  Division  of  the  Works  Progress 
Administration,  the  Rural- Rehabilitation  Division  of 'the'.Rosettlo- 
■  i  .ment..  Administration,  and  the  Pinal  County  Board"  of  Public  Wei-* 

fare :  took- part.  •-.,-.**'"• 

,-     .      "...  a- study  of  sixty  families  referred  for  rehabilitation  to 

the  Rural  Rehabilitation  Division  of  the  Resettlement  Administra- 
tion, Arizona,  by  the  Pinal  County  Board  of  Public  Welfare,  during 
February,  March.,  April,  1935."  The  study  presents  an  analysis 
of  family,  characteristics,,  as  an  aid  in  classifying  the  families 
according  to  their  apparent  capacities  for  rehabilitation. 

199.  Foot©,  C.  C,  rand  Hay^  D. ;  .&..   Rural  housing  facilities  of  selected 
;.-  ■■    Farm  security  administration  borrowers  in  North  Dakota,  Sou.th 

Dakota,.  Nebraska,  and  Kansas.   34  p. ,  processed.  cLincoln?  Ncbr.^ 
U.  S.  Farm  seciirity  administration  C1941?-,   1.95  H75R 

In  cooperation  \dLth  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics. 

Report  of  a  study  of  Earrn  Security  Administration  borrowers  in 
Region  VII,  in  the  fall  and  winter  of  1939-40.  Schedule  information 
was  collected  by  FSA  home  supervisors  from  1998  farm'  families. 
The  study  was  concerned  primarily  with  housing  conditions  and 
characteristics;  but  it  also  contains  summary  data  on  size  of 
farms,  farm  :.-come,  size  of  households',  age  of  operator,  and 
mobility  of  households.   ■      ,  ...... 

200.  Hoffman,  C.  S.   Summary  and  analysis  of  applicants  for  rural  re- 

habilitation in  fourteen  counties  cin  Oregon].   Oreg.  Agr.  Expt. 
Sta.  Cir.  Inform.  154,  12  p. ,  processed.    Corvallis,  1936. 
100  0r3C 

The  report  presents  "a  cross-section  picture  of  the  rural  re- 
lief situation  in  Oregon  as  a  prerequisite  in  formulating  a  policy 
for  conducting...  rural  rehabilitation  work."  '  The  counties 
forming  the  basis  of  the  study  are  Clackames,  Coos,  Curry, 
Douglas,  Jackson,  Josephine,  Lane,  Linn,  Malheur,  Marion,  Tilla- 
mook, Umatilla,  Washington,  and  Yamhill. 

■  ."■••.        '■.'.'  i 

201.  Hoff  seminar,  Harold.   Education  and  rehabilitation'  in  Alabama  farm 

households  receiving  relief.   Ala.  Polytech.  Inst.  Bui.  30 (7): 
1-20.  '  July  1935.   275  H67 

The  purpose  of  this  report  was  to  give  "a  clearer  picture  of  the 
educational  status  of  the  Alabama  farm  households  receiving 
relief.1' 

202.  Hummel,  B.  L.,  and  Hummel,  R.  B.   The  rehabilitation  of  Virginia 

farm  families.   51  p.,  processed.  Blacksburg,  U.  S.  Works 
progress  administration  of  Virginia,  1939.    281.089  Un3 
A  detailed  descriptive  and  statistical  study  of  rehabilitation 
fejnilies  in  Virginia.,  showing  their  characteristics  at  the  time 
of  acceptance,  their  progress  under  the  reha,bilita.tion  program, 
and  their  current  characteristics  (at  the  time  of  the  study). 
Needs  for  an  improved  and  expanded  program  of  reha.bilitation  are 
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outlined,  with  supervisors'  recommendations.  The  study  covers  the 
year  1.93?, 'and'.' was,  based  on  a  25  percent  sample  "of  all  F.  S.  A. 
borrowers  in  each  supervisory  area  of  the  state."  ■ 

203 »   Iowa,  Agricultural  experiment  station  .   Farm  business]  report  for 
farmer-borrowers  of  the  Farm  security  administration,.  Union 
county, '  Ioya,  1938*  .  lovra.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  ..F.  M.  583,  13  p., 
,  processed.  cAmes,  1939?3      s     -,  ,      r  ■ 

Prepared  in  cooperation  with  the].  IoW  Agricultural  Extension 
Service,  and  the  U.'  S-.  Farm  Security  Administration. 

Statistical  and  descriptive  data  on  the  "farm  operations,  expenses, 
and  income  of  rehabilitation  clients  of  the  'Farm  Security  Administra- 
tion. ..         ";'V."  '-.::': 

204.  Jensen,,  J.  C,  'and  Simmons,  Dorothy*,  '.  Farm  and  home  management  re- 

port for  138.  FSA.  cooperators  in  Union  county,  Iowa,  1940.   Iowa 
'  Agr.  Col.  Ext.  Serv,  FM-677,  60  p. ,  processed,   EAmes,  1941 ?3 
275.29  Iq9F   ;  _ 

Cover  ti.tler  "3d  Annual  Farm  'Business  Report  'for  Farmer-Borrowers 
of  the  Farm  Security  Administration,  Union  County,  Iowa,  1940. 
'  4   'A,  study  of  Farm  Security  Administration  borrowers  based  on  their 

farm,  and  home  plans,  farm  and  homo  management  records,  and  on 
.  .  ...  farm  practice  que.stionai.res.  For  purposes  of  comparison,  certain 
statistical  data  are  also  included  for  Taylor  County,  Iowa.  A 
-  txiroTyear  summary  for  104  FSA  cooperators  in  Union  County  is  given 
"on  p.  33-34;  and  a  throe-year  summary  for  44  FSA  cooperators.  Union 
County,,  p.  35-40. 

205.  Johansen,  J.  P.   One  hundred  new  homesteads  in  the  Red  River  valley, 

North  Dakota,  a  study  of  the  resettlement  and  rehabilitation  of 
farm  families..   N.  Dak.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  304,  50  p.  Fargo, 
1941.   100  N813 

Partial  contents:  The  project  families  and  their  sittiation,  before 
and  after  resettlement;  economic  progress  since  occupancy;  im- 
provement i#  the  standard  of  living.  A  large  percentage  of  the 
families  (Tfc'out  of  101  families, in  July  1940)  were  standard  re- 
habilitation loan 'clients  of  the  U.  S..  Farm  Security  Administration, 

206.  Kirkpatrick,  E.  L.   Analysis  of  70,000  rural  rehabilitation  families, 

U.  .^S.  Farm  Security  Admin,  and  Bur.  Agr.  Econ.  Social  Res.  Rpt.  IX, 
93  p.,  processed.   Washington,  D.  C,  1938*   1^,95  Sol'' 
Partial  contents:  Ch.  II,  Rural  families  on  relief  'in  Alabama; 
Ch.  Ill,  Arkansas  rural  relief  and  rehs.bilitat.ion  loan;  Ch.  IV, 
Standard  farm  plan  causes  in  Resettlement  Region  II  (Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Wisconsin);  Ch.  V,  ; Standard  farm  plan  cases  in  Resettlement 
Region  X  (Colorado,  Wyoming,  Montana) ;  Ch.  ..VI,  Standard  farm 
plan  clients  in  selected  types  of  farming  areas;  Ch.  VII,  Sig- 
...._'  nificant  implications  of  the  surveys. .  An  appendix  contains 
supplementary  statistical  tables. 
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207.   Lively,  C.  E. ,  -and  Lionberger,  H.  F.   The  physical  status  and  health 
._.;     /'of  Farm  security  clients  in  southeast  Missouri.   Prelim.  Rpts. 
1-3,  processed.  Columbia,  Univ.  of  Missouri,  1942. 

Ept.  1:  Results  of  blood  tests  for  hemoglobin^by  C.E.Liyely.  ,9pfApr.l942 
...  Rpt.  2;  The  physical  defects  of  adult  males.  12  p.  July  1942. 

Ept.  3:  The  physical  defects  of  adult  females.  18  p.  "July  1942. 

The'se  studies,  w^re  made  cooperatively  by  the  Misspuri  Agricultural 
Experiment  Station,  U.  S.  Farm  Security  Administration,  Eegian  III, 
Missouri  State  Medical  Association,  Missouri  State  Dental  Associa- 
tion, Missouri  Social  Security  Commission,  and  Group  Hospital 
Service,  inc.  The  data  used  in  the  reports  were  drawn  from  the 
record  of  physical  and  dental  examinations  of  4131  persons  re^ 
presenting  843  families  of  farm  laborers  and  renter-operators, 
clients  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration,  in  the  seven  lowland 
counties  of  southeast  Missouri.  The  examinations  were  made  during 
the  spring  of  1941.  Both  Negroes  and  whites  were  examined. 

203.   ttodland,  T.  R. ,  Ranney,  ¥.  P.,  and  Pond,  G-.  A.   Report  of  the  Farm 

..management  service  for  farmer-borrowers  of  Rural  rehabilitation  di- 
vision of  the  Parm  security 'administration  for  the  year  1938, 
northern  Minnesota.   Minn.  Univ.  Div.  Agr.  Econ.  Mimeo.  Rpt.  110, 
19  p.,  processed.   St.  Paul, 1939.   281.9  M66 

Cooperating  in  this  study  were  the  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Agricultural 
Economics  and  Parm  Security  Administration. 

Analysis  and  interpretation  of1  farm  management  records  of  rural 
rehabilitation  clients. 

Also  in  the  Library  of  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture  are  other 
reports  in  this  series,  as  follows: 

Rpt.  109,  Southern  Minnesota  1933,  by  the  same  a.uthors;  103, 
Northern  Minnesota,'  1937,  by  ¥.  P.  Ranney  and  G.  A.  Pond;  102, 
Southern  Minnesota,  1937,  same  authors;  94,  1936,  same  authors;  92- 
93,  Tenant-operated  farms,  northern  Minnesota,  1936,  same  authors; 
91,  Owner-operated  farms,  northern  Minnesota,  1936,  same  authors; 
89-90,  Tenant-operated  fa,rms,  southern  Minnesota,  1936,  same 
authors;  and  83,  Owner-operated  farms,  1936,  same  authors. 

209.  Simsons,  Dorothy,  Macy,  ,L..  £..,  and  Allbaugh,  L.  G.   Parm  income 

and  family  living;  an  investiga.tion  based  on  1045  farm  and  home  . 
account  books  of  Iowa  Parm  security  a,dministra.tion  borrowers  in  1939 
...  Pt. ;1  -  Family  living.   Iowa  Agr.  Col.  Agr.  Ext.  Serv.  HM-196, 
31  p.,  processed.  Ames,  C1941?D   275.29  Io9Hm 

210.  Stoksta,d,  C.  A.   Parm  income  and  expenses  of  Parm  security  administra- 

tion borroiirers  cv?,rious  regions^.  5  nos. ,  processed.  Washington, 
PVC,  U.  S.  Bur.  of  agricultural  economics,  1942.   1.941  F2F22 

In  cooperation  with  Parm  Security  Administration. 

Reports  for  the  following  Farm  'Security  Administration  Regions 
are  available:  Region  I,  1940;  Region  II,  1939  and  1940;  Region 
IX,  1940;  Region  XI,  1939  and  1940;  and  a  summary  report  for  all 
regions,  1940. 

Data  presented  in  these  reports  were  compiled  from  the  farm  and 
home  account  books  of  PSA  standard-loan  borrowers. 
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211.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.   Summary  of  rural  rehabilita- 

tion supervisors'  progress  reports,  crop  year  ending  Dec.  31,  1938. 
32  p.,  processed.  , 'cWashington,  D.  C. ,  19393.  1.95  R885  1938 

The  Library  has  also  the  report  for  1937. 

Consists  of  statistical  tables,  giving  statistics  on  the  various 
phases  of  the  rehabilitation  program,  by  Regions  and  States. 

212.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  Region  17.   Summary  of 

studies  of  farm,  and  home  plans  and  execution  "by  rural  rehabilita- 
tion families...  in  Region  17 'tot   years  1935-1938*  23  p< , 
processed.  Raleigh,  1ST.  C.  c1938-,.  '  1.9504  Su6 

213.  CU.  S.  Farm,  security  administration.  Region  V3 •   Progress  of  rural 

rehabilitation,  Region" V  c1935  to  19373.  28  p.,  processed. 
c Washington,  D.  C.'?  1938?-,,   1.9505  P94 
Review  of  the  progress'  of  Rehabilitation  clients  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  and  South  Carolina,'  based  on  farm  and  home 
management  plans  and  records. 

214.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  Region  VIII.   Why  it  pays;  a- ..-',; 

farm  and  home  management'  report  for  98  F.  S.  A.  farm  families  in 
Jackson  county,  Okla. ,  1938.   23  p.,'  processed.   [Washington? 
19393.   1.9508  W62 

Report  on  farm  expenses  and  .income,  crop  production,  homo  use 
production,  and  family  living  costs,  home  improvements,  etc.,  of 
-  F,  S.  A.  rehabilitation  families. 

215.  Wilson,  W.  T.,  and  Metzler,  W.  E.   Characteristics  of  Arkansas  re- 

habilitation clients.  ,'.  "Ark. .  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  348,  48  p. 
Fayctteville,  1937.   100  "1*42  .: 

Data  are  presented  on  the  following  characteristics  of  clients: 
..  Distribution  of  clients  (by  area,  class,  race,  age,  sex, 

residence);  relief  record;  tenure,  occupation  and  mobility;  family 
and  home  conditions;  farming  conditions;  working  capital;  in- 
debtedness; education;  and  health.  *  ■• 

C.  Supervision 

215.  ■  Bailey,  W.  R.   Farm  planning  for  rehabilitation  borrowers  in  Stearns 
County,  Kinn.'   63  p.,  processed.  Washington,  D.  C,  IT.  S.  Bureau 
of  agricultural  economics,  1940.  .  1.941  13F22  • 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  Minnesota  Agricultural  Experiment 
Station.  . 

217.   Graham,  R.  E. ,  jr.   Improving  low  incomes  on  tobacco  farms,  Caswell 
county,  North  Carolina.   U.  S.  Bur.  Agr.  Econs  FM-24,  59  p., 
processed.  Washington,  D.  C,  1941.   1.941  L6F22  no. 24 

The  1?..  C.  Agricultural  Experiment  Station  cooperated  with  the  * 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  in  this  study. 

"The  principal  objective  of  this  study  is  to  analyze  selected 
farms  in  each  of  the  major  size  groups  operating  under  the  different 
soils,  tenure,  and  market  conditions  of  the  county.  Strong  and  weak 
points  of  present  organizations  and  farm  practices  on  these  farms 
are  pointed  out,  and  plans  that  will  go  far  toward  remedying 
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weaknesses  are  outlined...  The  farms  studied  illustrate  adjust- 
ment problems  faced  by  the  "bulk  of  the  farm  families  operating 
in  each  of  the  major  size  groups." 

218.  Ogle,  L.  C.   Preparing  home  economists  to  work  with  low-income 

farm  families,  [address^  ...  at  the  meeting  of  the  Assoc,  of  land- 
grant  colleges  and  universities...  Chicago,  111.,  Nov.  11,  1941. 

9  p.,  processed.   [Washington,  D.  C,  U.S.  Farm  security 
administration^  1941.   1.95  Ad80 

219.  Ogle,  L.  C.   Some  challenges  to  home  management  personnel  of  the 

Farm  security  administration,  [address^  ...  at  the  American  Home 
economics  association  meeting  in  Chicago,  111.,  June  25,  1941. 

10  p.,  processed.   [Washington,  D.  C,  U.  S.  farm  security  ad- 
ministration-, 1941.  '  1.95  Ad80 

220.  Proctor,  E.  E.   Home  economics  in  a  rural  rehabilitation  program. 

Jour.  Home  Econ.  27:  501-505.  Oct.  1935.   321.8  J32 

On  the  Federal  rural  rehabilitation  program,  and  the  role  of  the 
home  economist  in  carrying  out  the  program. 

221.  Reynolds,  L.  W.   The  home  economists'  pert  in  the  rehabilitation 

program.   Jour.  Home  Econ.  29:  217-222.  Apr.  1337.   321.8  J82 
Home  economists  serve  e„s  home  management  supervisors  in  the  rural 
rehabilitation  program  (which  was  a  part  of  the  work  of  the  Re- 
set tlement  Administration  at  the  time  this  article  was  written). 
The  numerous  types  of  work  they  do  in  carrying  oi.it  this  function 
are  outlined. 

222.  Reynolds,  L.  W.   Planning  with  farm  families  on  low  income.  14  p., 

processed.   [Washington,  D.  C,  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration, 
1938;,.   1.95  H75P 

The  rehabilitation  program  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration, 
with  special  emphasis  on  the  work  of  the  farm  and  home  supervisors. 

223.  Slagsvold,  P.  L.   Farm  management  research  in  relation  to  agricul- 

tural adjustment  and  rehabilitation..   Jour.  Farm  Econ.  18(l):  180- 
190.   Feb.  1936.   280.8  J822 

The  discussion  is  based  upon  "problems  and  experiences  encountered 
in  the  rural  rehabilitation  program  in  Montana,  and  out  of  contemplated 
resettlement  developments."  The  greater  pa,rt  of  the  paper  is  de- 
voted to  a  consideration  of  the  farm  management  aspects  of  re- 
settlement farms. 

224.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.   Supervisors'  guidebook,  to 

aid  in  planning,  organizing  and  directing  the  county  FSA  program. 
86  p.,  processed.   [Washington,  D.  C. ,  1942?^   1.95  Su72 

Guide  book  for  Rural  Rehabilitation  and  Home  Management  Super- 
visors, outlining  the  details  of  their  work  with  low- income  farm 
families. 
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D.  Group  Activities 

Medical  Program       •' 

225.  -Cocalis,  Virginia,   Medical,  care  for  low  income  farm  families. 

Nation's  Agr.  14(6):'  8,  10-11.  June  1939.   280.32  B89 

On  the  medical  care  program  of  the  Farm  Security  Adminis- 
tration for  the  recipients  of  the  Administration's  rehabilitation 
loans,.     ■ ,  v..,.. 

226.  Harding,  T.  S.   Farmers  and  miners  and  group-health  plans.   Amer. 

Scholar  9:  305-315.   Summer  1940.    Lihr,  Cong. 

A  discussion  of  health  and  medical  conditions  in  rural  and  mining 
areas,  and  the  group-health  projects  started  "by  the  U.  S.  Farm 
Security  Admini strat ion. 

227.  Hellman,  Richard.   The  farmers  try  group  medicine;  rural  public 

health  under  the  Farm  security  administration.   Harpers  Mag. 
182(1027):  72-80.   Dec.  1940.   110  H 

Explanation  of  the  medical  care  programs  developed  for  the  re- 
habilitation clients  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration. 

228.  U.  S.  Bur.  of  labor  statistics.   Medical  care  for  low-income  farm 

families.'   U.'  S.  Bur.  Labor.  Statis.  Monthly  Labor  Rev.  48:  592-595. 
Mar.  1939.   158.6  B87M 
Explains  the  Farm  Security  Administration's  medical  care  programs 
for  its  rehabilitation  clients. 

229.  [U.  S.  Farm  security  a.dministra.tion3   The  modi  cal  care  program  of 

F&rm  security  administration  borrowers.   FSA-Pub.  75,  12  p., 
processed.   [Washington,  D.  C,  19413   1.95  M46Me 

Explanation  of  the  medical  service  programs  developed  in  aid  to 
the  clients  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration. 

230.  CU.  S.  Farm  security  administration]   Physical • status  of  Farm 

security  borrowers  as  indicated  by  preliminary  studies- of  examina- 
tions conducted  in  typical  counties.   12  p. ,  processed.   [Washing- 
ton, D.  C.-j  1941.   1.95  P56 

Summary  of  physical  ailments  suffered  ''oy  Rehabilitation  borrowers, 
based  on  examinations,  in  1940,  of  11,557  persons  in  2,492  families, 
in  21  typical  rural  cotinties  in  seventeen  States. 

231.  CU.  S.  Farm  security  administration^   Report  on  activities  of  the 

Farm  security  administration  medical  care  program,  through  county, 
district,  and  State  units.   Washington,  D.  C.  Monthly,  processed. 
1.95  M46R 

The  Library  of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
May  1939  -  June  1940;  Oct.  -  Dec.  1940;  Jan.  1941  -  fey  1942. 

232.  [U.  S.  Farm  seciirity  administration^    Special  grants  for  medical 

care  during  the  fiscal  year  1940-41  cand  Jan.  through  June,  19403 
4  p.,  processed.   [Washington,  D.  C,  1941-,.   1.95  M466 

Statistical  tables  and  a  cha.rt.  Statistics  are  given  ^oy   Sta,te  and 
F.  S.  A.  Regions. 
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233.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.   Office  of  the  chief  medical 

officer.  Annual  report  c  fiscal  years  1937/38,  1933/39,  1959/40, 
1940/41.   4  nos.j  processed.   Washington,  D.  C,  1938  -  1941. 
1.95  M46 

Reports  on  the  medical  care  program's  -of  the  Fai*m  Security  Ad- 
ministration, with  facts  and'  statistics  on  their  operation. 

234.  CU.  S.  Farm  security  administration-.   Office  of  the  chief  medical 

officer,  Progress  report  for  1939.   79  p.,  processed.  .cWashing- 
ton,  D.  C. ,  1940}   1.95  M4SP 

Report  on  the  medical  service  programs,  developed  for  the  benefit 
of  the  rural  rehabilitation  and  other  clients  of  the  Farm  Security 
Administration. 

235.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.  Region'  IX.   Health  for  western 

farm  workers.   8  p.,  processed.    San  Francisco,  1941.   1.9509  H34 
Account  of  the  Agricultural  Workers'  Rea,lth  and  Medical  Associa- 
tion and  its" work. 

236.  Williams,  R.  C.   Better  health  for  National  defense;  speech... 

"before  the  National  conference  of  Catholic  charities...  ITov.  18, 
1940,  at  Chicago,  111.  7  p.,  processed.   Washington,  D.  C, 
U.  S.  Farm  security  administration,  1940.   1.95  M46A  "~ 

Explanation  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration's  rural  rehabilita- 
tion program,  and  the  medical  care  plans  -developed  for  rehabilitation 
clients.  •'-   * 

237.  Williams,  R.  C.   Development  of  "medical  care  plans  for  low  income 

farm  families;  three  years  experience.   Amer.  Jour.  Pub.  Health 
30:  725-735.  July  1940.   449.9  Am3J 
An  explanation  of  the  organization  and  operation  of  the  various 
medical  care  plans  developed  by  the  Farm  Security  Administration 
for  the  benefit  of  its  rehabilitation  clients  and  other  low-income 
farm  families. 
Che  Library  has  also  a  processed  digest  of  this  paper,  (call 
.V  no.  1.95  M46Me). 

238.  Williams,  R.  C.   Che  medical  program  for  Farm  security  administra- 

tion borrowers.   Law  and  Contemp.  Prob.  6:  583-594.  Autumn  1939. 
274.008  L41  <  •  -  '''■■ 

Other  Co-Operative  Activities 

239.  Downing,  J.  C.   Dark  days  in  the  black  "belt.   TJ.  S.  3ur.  Agr.  Econ.  . 

Land  Policy  Rev.  4 (5):  27-30.   May  1941.  "  1  Sc7La 
Che  TJ.  S.  Farm  Security  Administration  "is  seeking  a  practical 
solution"' for  the  problem  of  employment  of  poor  farm  families  in  the 
Alabama  Black  Belt  by  establishing  cooperative  leasing  associations 
and  promoting  dairying  as  the  chief  source  of  income  for  in- 
di  vi dual  f ami  1  i  e  s .  " 
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240.  Hudgens,  R.  W.   How  Farm  security  administration  programs  fit 

into  agricultural  cooperation.   Amer.  Inst.  Coop,  Amer.  Coop. 
(1942)  17:  73-85.  Washington,  D.  C.  C1942D.   280.29  AraSA   ■ 
How  the  U.  S.  Farm  Security  Administration  sponsors  cooperative 
activities  and  services  as  part  of  its  rural  rehabilitation-  • 
program.  Reference  is  made  particularly  to  the  work  of  that 
agency  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  and  South  Carolina, 

241.  Standing,  T.  G. ,  and'Longmoro,  T«  W,   Neighborhood  discussion 

groups  in  relation  to-  the  Farm  security  administration  program 

in  Delaware  county,  Okla.   15  p.,  processed.   Little  Rock, 

Ark.,  U.  S.  Bur.  of  .agricultural  economics,  1942.   lo941  R4N31-  •■'-•-'•■ 

242.  CU.  S.  Bureau  of  agricultural  economics]   How  neighborhoods  and 

communities  aid  Farm  Security  admin i strati  on' group  programs. 
U.  S.  Farm  Security  Admin*  ISA  Pub.  108,  9  p.,  processed. 
[Washington,  D.C3  1942,   1,95  F94  ■"-  '«*""_'. 

How  the  Far  m  lisc-urity  Administration  makes  use  of  cooperative 
organizations  and  activities  in  furthering  its  rehabilitation  work; 
with  suggestions  to  aid  in  organizing  and  maintaining  community 
cooperatives  and  group  activities. 

243.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.   Community  and  cooperative  ser- 

vice loans.   10  p.,  processed.   [Washington,  D.  C.3  1941.  - 
1.95  F94 

"Community  and  Cooperative  Service  loans  a,re  rurad  rehabilita- 
tion loans  made  by  the  Farm  Security  Administration. .. to  assist* farmers 
in  attaining  a  higher  social  and  economic  standard  of --living 
through  the  cooperative  use  of  services  and  facilities  which  in 
many  causes  could  not  otherwise  be  provided  on  a  sound  basis." 

244.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.   Co-ops  for  the  small  farmer. 

8  p.  Washington,  D.  C.  ,-1940]   1.5  C78 

The  pamphlet  explains  some  of  the  cooperative  phases  of  the 
Farm  Security  Administration's  rehabilitation  program. 

245.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.   Good  neighbor;  an  -explanation 

of  the  community  services  program  cof  the  Farm  security  admii>- 
istratior.-,.   4  p.  Washington,  D.  C.  c1938?-,   1.5  G59 

246.  U.  S.  Fa,rm  security  administration.   Sharing  farm  equipment. 

FSA  Pub.  105,  12  p.,  processed.   Washington,  D.  C. ,  1941. 
1.95  F94 

The  Farm  Security  Administration  encourages  and  aids  the  formation 
of  equipment- sharing  cooperatives  a.mong  farmers. 

247.  U.  S.  Farm  security  administration.   Supervisors'  guide  for  com- 

munity &  cooperative  services.   68  p. ,  processed.   Washington, 
D.  C,  1942.   1.95  Su7  ■  •  :  *-';   ' 

An  explanatory  booklet  dealing  with  the  Community  and  Cooperative 
Services  part  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration's  rehabilitation1 
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program,.  ■  ;.    ,■  ■'■'•"    •■'  •     J:-.. 

Contents:..  Introduction  -  Farm  Security  Administration's  prob- 
lem; Ch.  I,  Purpose  of  Community  and  Cooperative  Services;  Ch.  II, 
How  to  approach  C  and  C  S  through  action  groups;  Ch.  Ill,  How 
cooperative  principles  vitalize  C  and  C  S  methods;  CHc  IV,  How 
"borrowers  finance  their  action  in  C  and  C  S;  Ch.  V,  Eow  borrowers 
organize  a  community  service;  Ch.  VI,  How  borrowers  organize  a 
cooperative  association;  Ch.  VII,  Why  the  Farm  Security  Administra- 
tion supervises  C  and  C  S;  Ch.  VIII  ,  Eow  to  supervise  -C  and  C  S; 
Gh.IX,  How  borro\*rers  gain  use  of  community  resources  through 
C  and  C  S. 

E.  Special  Programs 

248c   Brown,  Philip.   Farra  labor  in  southeast  Missouri.   U.  S.  Bur.  Agr. 
Bcon.  Agr.  Situation  24(4):  11-13.   Apr.  1940.   1  Ec7Ag 
Rehabilitation  work  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration  among 
the  distressed  farmers  and  farm  workers  of  southeast  Missouri. 

249.  Griffin,  R.  A.   Farm  Security  clients  insure  livestock.   TJ.  S» 

Bur.  Agr.  Scon.  Agr.  Finance  Rev=  3d):  13-22,,  processed.  May 
1940.   1.9  Ec73Af 
The  U.  S.  Farm  Security  Administration  provides  livestock  in-  » -\: 
surance  for  its  rural  rehabilitation  clients. 

250.  -"^Neprud,  Mar  ion  •  '   A  boot-strap  opportunity.   5  p.,  processed.   [Wash- 

ington, D.  C.3  U .  S.  Farm  security  administration  cl940-j   1.9503 
364 

Reprinted  from  Journal  of  Adult  Education  ,  Jan.  1940. 

Rehabilitation  of  Farm  Security  Administration  clients  on  a 
■  5700-acre  cooperative  farming  project  in  southeast  Missouri. 

251.  Swiger,  R.  R. ,  and  Taeuber,  Conrad.   Ill  fed,  ill  clothed,  ill 

housed  -  five  hundred  families  in  need  of  help.   59  p.,  processed. 
Washington,  D.  C. ,  U.  S.  Bur.  of  agricultural  economics,  1942. 
1.941  R4I16 

In  cooperation  with  the  Farm  Security  Administration. 

Summary  of  family  characteristics  and  resources  of  approximately 
500  low-income  farm  families  participating  in  a  special  rehabilita- 
tion project  of  the  U.  S.  Farm  Security  Administration,  extending 
into  eleven  counties  of  nine  States.   Data  rela.ting  to  these 
families  arc;  summarized  under  farm  experience,  age,  family  size, 
•/^education,  economic  status,  housing  and  household  equipment  and 
conveniences,  extent  of  home-use  farming,  health,  and  participation 
in  community  life  and  activities. 

252.  Swiger,  R.  R. ,  and  Taeuber,  Conrad.   Solving  problems  through  co- 

operation. 11  p.,  processed.   Washington,  D.  C,  U.  S.  Bureau 
of  agricultural  economics,  1942.   1.941  R4So4 

Prepared  in  cooperation  with  the  U.  S.Farm  Security  Administra- 
tion. 

A  study  of  500  Farm  Security  Administration  rehabilitation 
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clients'  achievements  through  cooperative  activities,  summarized  * 
from  annual  reports  of  Farm  Security  Administration  Farm  and 
Home  Supervisors. 

253.   Swiger,  R.  R. ,  and  Taeuber,  Gonrad.   They  too — produce  for 

victory.  56  p.,  processed.   Washington,  D.  C«,  U.  S.  Bur.  of 
agricultural  economics,  1942.   1.941  R4T34 
In  cooperation  with  Farm  Security  Administration. 
A  summary  of  farming  activities  and  living  conditions  of  500 
farm  families  in  ten  counties  of  nine  States,  talcing  part  in  a 
special  rehabilitation  project  of  the  U.  S.  Fam  Security  Ad- 
ministration. The  data  of  the  report  are  summarized  from  annual 
reports  of  twenty  Farm  Security  Administration  Farm  and  Home 
Supervisors. 

254:.   Taeuber,  Conrad,  and  Rowc,  Rachel.   Five  hundred  families  rehabil- 
itate themselves.  39  p. ,  processed.  -Washington,  D.  C. ,  U.  S. 
Bur.  of  agricultural  economics,  1941.   1.941  R4F56 

In  cooperation  with  Farm  Security  Administration. 

Summarized  from  1939  annual  reports  of  twenty-two  Tarm  Security 
Administration  fa,rm  and  home  s\ipervisors  in  eleven  counties 
distributed  over  the  United  States.  The  counties  forming  the 
basis  of  the  study  were  Laurens  and  Oglethorpe,  Georgia.;  Knox, 
Kentucky;  Beltrami  ,  Minnesota,;  Grundy  and.  Reynolds,  Missouri;' 
San  Miguel,  New  Mexico;  Orange,  Vermont;  Grayson,  Virginia; 
Thurston,  Washington;  and  Mercer,  West  Virginia. 

255.   TJ.  S.  Farm  security  administration.   Greene  county,  Georgia;  the 
story  of  one  southern  county.   20  p.  Washington,  D.  C.,1941. 
1.5  G83 
Report  of  pjti   intensive  county-wide  experiment  in  rural  rehabilita- 
tion, sponsored  by.  the  U.  S.  Farm  Security  Administration  in  co- 
operation with  other  Federal  agencies. 

255.   CU.  S.  Farm  security  administration^  Southeast  Missouri:  .a  laboratory 
for  the  cotton  South.   9  p.,  processed.   c Washington,  D.  C.,  1940} 
1.95  So81 
"Seven  counties  in  Southeast  Missouri  have  become  a  laboratory, 
.  which  may  produ.ee  an  answer  for  one  of  the  South' s  toughest 
•  problems  —  wha.t  to  do  about  .  the 'landless  sharecropper  and  farm 
laborer."  The  Farm  Security  Administration  has  adopted  a.  program 
for  this  area,  which  consists,  in  addition  to  the  6700-acre 
LaForge  homestead  project,  of  the  following  "lines  of  attack"; 
"(l)  a  labor  rehabilitation  program;  (2)  scattered  labor  homes; 
(o)  group  labor  homes;  (4)  lease  and  purcha.se  associations;  and 
(5)  rehabilitation  loans  for  smaJLl  farm  owners." 
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RURAL  REHABILITATION  PROGRAMS  OTHER  THAU  PU3LIC 

257.  Gauchot,  William.   Cult,  culture, and  cultivation.   Catholic 

Rural  life  Bui.  4(3):  64-66.  Aug.  1941.   281.28  C28 
Discusses  farming  communes  which  are  Catholic  community  sub- 
sistence farms,  for  the  rehabilitation  of  unemployed  rural 
families. 

258.  Terminiello,  A.  V.   St.  Teresa's  village  and  the  negro  sharecropper. 

Catholic  Rural  Life  Bui.  3(3):  20-21.  Aug.  20,  1940.   281.28  C28 

St.  Teresa's  village,  in  Alabama,  was  founded  in  1937,  to  aid 
sharecroppers  of  the  area,  many  of  whom  were  being  dropped  from 
the  rolls  of  the  Resettlement  Administration.   It  is  a  cooperative 
farm  and  village,  all  of  its  major  activities  and  services  being 
under  the  direction  of  producers' ,  consumers' ,  or  service  co- 
operative associations.  The  writer  tells  how  the  clients  of  the 
project  a.re  selected,  and  states  some  of  its  problems  and 
achievements.  ' 
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communi  tie  s. 141 

standards  of  living. 115 

Red  River  Valley,  N.  Dak. ...205 

Wisconsin 48,49,51 

Reynolds,  L.   W 221,222 

Riley,  E.  D ...118 

Rochester,  A 18 

Rocky  Mountain  States 58 

Rosenstiel ,    C 118 

Roskellgy 64 

Rossoff ,  M 117 

Rowe ,   R 254 

Rush,  D 19 

Rush,   D.   R 8 

Sanders,  P.   C 34 

Sanderson,   D 20,31 

Sarden,  L.    G- 96 

Schickele,  R ♦»21 

Schultz,  I.  W 30 

Sharecroppers .16 

Alabama 179,258 

Florida; 1?8 

Mi  ssouri 256 
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Simmons •,  -  D-. . . 204, 209 

fikeels,   D. ... . 155 

Slagsvold,  P.   L* . .............. .223 

Smith,    C.  M 34 

Smitn.',   xv'. '  A> . ........ ^  ••»... ..  41 ,  y<& 

Smith,  R.   C-... .156,172 

Smith,  T.-  Ir.«. -.- ...... .- . 95 

Social   Science  Research  .Council. 
-    Committee  on  Social  Security. .22 

Sorenson,'  L-  S. ........ . 157 

South  Carolina.-.. 36  ,.72, .213, 240 

Ashwood. 115,141 

■  Clarendon  County 171 

displacement  of  families 145 

South  Carolina.  Agricultural  Ex- 
periment Station 36,72 

South  Dakota 54,79,140 

■  •  consumption  "behavior. . . .  ,111,112 

housing. 199 

' •  Hyde  and  Moody  Counties. . . . . .104 

South  Dakota.  Agricultural  Ex- 
periment Stat  ion..  54, 56,  111;,  112 

Southern  States 16,26,27,35, 

82,98,135,142,154,173,174 
Specialization,  regional,  and 

rural  poverty. 172 

Standing,  T.  G 65,66,241 

Steegmuller,  E 78 

Stewart,   H.  L 93,104 

Stiebeling,   H.  K. 97,116,118 

Stockdale,   C.  I 29 

Stokstad,   C.  A ........210 

Supervision, 216-224 

Sviger ,  R.  R. 251-253 

Taeuber ,  C 158,251-254 

Taylor,.  C.  C, 23,158,172 

Technological,  improvement  and 

. .  rural,  poverty... 172 

Tenants  and  tenancy... 67,125 

Alabama 179 

,  .  .  and  rural  poverty. . .172 

Arkansas..,. 215 

.  .  .  Florida. 178 

- .  .  improvement.  ........ 158 

.  . .  legislation...,...,;-..,. . .25 

. . ,  Kissouri. ..,...,...., 107,207 

Tennessee... 33,34,177 

,.  .  Cumoerland. 141 

,  .  Cumberland  Homesteads. . . . . . . .115 


t.  Item 
Tennessee.  Agricultural  Experi- 
ment Station 34, 97 

Tennessee.  Welfare  Commission. . .34 
Tennessee.  Works  Progress 

Administration. .34 

Termini ellb ,  A.  W. 258 

Texas. 67,121,195-197 

Laliam  County ...104 

Hale  County 104 

Ropesville. 115,141 

Texas.  Agricultural  Experiment 

Station. .'.'.'. ...... ..'.".. 67 

Texas.  Relief  Commission 67 

Thomas,   R.   M. 48,49 

Tolley,  H.  R. 160 

Tosch,   C.  A. 34 

U.    S.  Bur.    of  Labor  Statistics. 118, 

122,228 
U.  S«  Central   Statistical 

Board 118 

U.  S.  Congress.  House.  Select 
Committee  "investigating 
National  Defense  Migration.. 13, 

145 
U.  S.  Congress.  Joint  Committee 
on  Reduction  of  Nonessential 
Federal  Expenditures. ....... 160 

U.  S.  Congress.  Senate.  Civil 

Liberties  Committee .124 

TJ.  S.  Congress.  Senate.  Special  _ 
Committee  to  Investigate  TJnern^ 

ployment  and  Relief 24, 82 

U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture. . .5,68, 

90,120 
Bur.  of  Agricultural 

Economics 23,37,91,97, 

108,109,111,   113-115,117, 
121,159,192,199,206,208, 
.  , * '  23.0,216,217, 242, 251-254 

Bur. .  of  Home  Economics 97, 

116,118,119,122 

Extension  Service 191 

Earm  Security  Admin  is  tra»-. 

tion .". .  85, 91 ,  98,136, 

161-175,210,211,218,219,224 
cooperative  a-ctivities.  .239- 

247 
farm  management  service, 

Minnesota 208 

medical  program 225-238 
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U.  S.  "Dept.  of  Agri-col ture  -  Cont.'d.- 
Farm- Security  Administration  -' 

•  .  continued. ••  •   '  ' 

•  -  *  -  Region*  l»v.  vi  .4^ .  yi"-A4 . . .  .176. 
-  •  .. Region  S-.:iv^.,..liC7*il99r207 

Region  4vi^.  .....>....  .177,212 

-    •  Region  5..  ...»*..  »178, 179,213 

Region  7 180 

Region  8.  *  *-.•*<• . •■» '. 214 

Region  9 181-183,235 

•  Region- 12*. .;....'.  .121,195-197  - 
•         -  Region  15.  ...*.•......'...<.  .108  • 

rehabilitation  program.  5,7, 8  ,' 

13, 19, 29,75, 82»83, 111,112, 

117, 123-130, 132, 133  ,'135, 

137,138,142,143,145,147, 

151,152,154-156,160,192, 

203 , 206 , 207 , 222 , 248 , 250- 

256 

social  research  reports. . .23, 

109,113-115,141 

Forest  Service ...97,100,101 

Soil  Conservation  Service. 29, 103 
U.   S.   Federal  Emergency  Relief 

Administration. . .34,48,49,59,65, 
67,75,84,88,99,134, 
139,147,188-190 
U.    S.    Great  Plains  Committee. .. .102 
U.    S.  Library  of  Congress.    State 

Law  Index 25 

U.    S.   National  Resources  Com- 
mittee.  26,118 

U.    S.   National  Resources  Planning 

Board .83,122 

U.  S.  Office  of  Education 97 

U.  S.  Resettlement  Administra- 
tion  9,75,91,125,139, 

147,157,185-187,198,221 
U.  S.  Resettlement  Administra- 
tion. Region  2 52 

U.  S.  Resettlement  Administra- 
tion. Region  7 140 

U.  S.  Temporary  National  Economic 

Committee 123 

U  •  S.  Work  Projects  Administra- 
tion  62,108,122,194 

U.  S.  Works  Progress  Administra- 
tion  28,34,35,38,39,59, 

51,63,67,74,77,79,80,86, 
93,94,104,111,112,118,198 
U.  S.  Works  Progress  Administra- 
tion of  Virginia 43-47,202 
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VanfceV  fti-  &*-.  **3  ..«.h  if* .. .27,28^82 
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Villagers  on  relief.  *  .  i  .  i'4J  <j>  »32 

Virginia.-. ..-.-. .-.-.' ...  * ■•177  jl88 

••' case  studies ...» 46 

•  •-  composition  of  households* •• 43 

-  •  consumption  "behavior. ..... .108 

-  •  Grayson  County 254 

-  •    marginal  population. ....... .40 

•  -  occupations  of  relief  popula- 

rehabilitation  possibili- 

•  •  tde-s.-.  v 44 

6  years  of  relief 47 

Virginia.  Agricultural  Experi- 
ment Station. ...  * 40 

Virginia.  Emergency  Relief  Ad- 
ministration  .44 

Virginia  Polytechnic  Insti- 
tute  108 

Wakeley,  R.  E , .69 

VTaxlace ,   ii>  A.  •«•»»• ...........  oc 

War 

and  displacement  of  fami- 
lies  145 

and  low- income  farmer.. ..13,19 

Ward,  J.  E.,  Jr 188 

Warren,  S.  W 8 

Washington. 55,157 

Thurston  County. 254 

Washington.  Agricultural  Experi- 
ment Station 55 

Was  son,  C.  R ...94 

Wehrwein,   G.    S 105,106 

West  Virginia 29,30,81,177 

Mercer  County 254 

southern  Lewis  County 37 

West  Virginia.   Agricultural  Ex- 
periment  Station 29,30,97 

West  Virginia.  Agricultural  Ex- 
tension Service. 29,30 

Westbrook,   L 189-191 

Wheat  Areas .35,88 

Whcelor,  H.  W 23 

Whet  ton,   N.  L... 70,71,74 

White,  M.   R 107 

Why  farmers  are  poor 18 

Williams,   E,  A* ■ ...84 

Williams,    P.  MT 97 

Williams,    R.  C ..236-238 
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Wil  son ,  M*  L.  •»••••••• » ....••  1 ,  31 ,  < 

Wilson^   V.    Ti . .  *•«•.  •  bi:i'***\\  . ..  .»215 
Winston^  ■  3.  i\  *  .*.'%'  t'i'i:'.'*'V,i  .i  '. . .  .28,32 

'  .:  v.  105,106 ,206  " 
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Wisconsin*  k  *«<yi 

...   human  and- pny si calre- 

sourc o  sv 'v » »  .•  v  '•' vv  £...•••»•  9 ,  52  ' . 
northern".  •  '4¥$i  vv * »:  •  ••'•■  ...... 93»  96 

relief  pbpulati'bn. . 50  " 

..  relief  trends.'. VV .vv » .41 

resettlement;,  .'.ii-... 48,49. 
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■Wisconsin.  Agricultural  Sxpori-       "\Y 
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Woofter ,  i.  J. t  Jr i . .28,32, 85 
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